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To the HONOURABLE 


SUSANNA NOEL, 


Reli&t of the Honourable Baptiſt Noel, 
And Mother of the 


RIGHT HONOURABLE 


The Earl of Gainsboroagh. 
Madam. 


Fter I had determin'd to let the 
A following Diſcourſe go abroad in- 
to the World, I never deliberated 

about the choice of a Patron, nor ſpent any 
time in conſidering to whom it ſhould be 
Dedicated. What I have there Wrote, be» 
longs to your Ladyſhip upon divers Ac- 
counts, az eſpecially upon theſe, that it was 
drawn up at firſt in obedience to your 
Commands, { tor, under that notion I do 
and ought to receive the leaſt Intimations 
of your Pleaſure) was originally deſign'd 
only for your Service, and has already been 
admitted in Manuſcript to the honour of 
a place in your Cloſet, tor ſeveral Months. 
I hope therefore, Madam, you'll not be 
diſpleas'd, if I preſent you the ſame again 
from the Preſs, a little enlarg'd, For it's 
A 2 obvious 
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obvious to apprehend, that theſe Papers, 
being now expos'd to the View of the Pub- 
lick, may eaſily fall into the hands of many 
Readers, who have not that Candour of 
Temper, that Quickneſs of Parts and Appre- 
henſion, which every one admires in your 
Ladyſhip ; and therefore it was adviſable, 
that I ſhould make what convenient Pro- 
viſion I could, by a few Alterations and 
Additions, againſt Cavilling and miſunder- 
ſtanding. And if, notwithſtanding all the 
care I have taken, the Work ſtill fall under 
Cenſure ( and ſtrange indeed it muſt be, 
if it dozs not with ſome, ) the ſevereſt 
Criticks, I doubt not, will however be ſo 
jult, as to acknowledge that the Deſtzn, 
which 15 all your Ladyſhip is concern'd 1n, 
1s good, and fit tor a Perſon of Honour and 
Integrity to own ; fince it ain at the 
vindicating the moſt Venerable Records of 
our Religion from the Objections, that are 
urg'd againſt their being Genuine. And 
whatever faults or defects there may be in 
the conduct thereof, for want of due Learn- 
ing or Judgment in the undertaker, I don't 
in the leatt delire your Ladylhip ſhould 
juſtify or defend, but leave them all to be 
charg'd on the account of, 
Madam, 
Tour Ladiſhips moſt humole 
414 olived Servant 

J. Richardſon. 
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PREFACE 


Hen I firſt drew up the RefleQtions up- 
on Amyntor, that are here preſented 
to the Reader, ( which was done above 
half a year ago, F though ſome Altera- 

tions and Additions, bave been made ſince] they 
were defazn'd only for the Cloſet of the Honour- 
able Lady, to nhom they are Dedicated : For 
whoſe eaſe, the Quotations and References too, 
when the matter would bear it , were made in 
Engliſh, Theſe 1 have continued in the ſame 
Language ſtill, partly becauſe 1 ſuppoſe it will make 
them of more general uſe, and partly becauſe I 
think, that though the Diſcourſe be now Publiſh'd, 
yet the chief Right to it remains ſiill in the firſt 
Proprietor. 

The Reader may perhays enquire , why theſe 
Papers come out fo late, and ( it may be too ) 
why they come out at all, /ince ansther h45 already 
Wrote upon the ſame Argument. To the Firſt 7 
reply, that they were not originally intended for the 
Preſs, and therefore it is no wonder if it prov'd fo 
long before they got thither. To the Second, all / 
bave to ſay, is, That what 1 bave here Written 
being ſeen by ſome Friends, for whom I bave a great 
deference, they judg'd that it would have its uſe 
too, as well as the other Piece before-mention'd. 
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To whoſe Judgment I ſubmitted, calling to mind 
that known Paſſage of a Learned Father, — (a) 
Every thing that is Written, does not fall into 
the hands of al! Perſons, Perhaps ſome may 


* meet with my Books, who may hear nothing 


of others, which have treated better of the ſame 
Subje&t. It is uſeful therefore that the ſame 
Queſtions ſhould be handled by ſeveral Perſons, 
after a different Method, though according to 
the Principles of the ſame Faith, that fo the 
Explication of Difficulties and the Arguments 
for the Truth, may come to the knowledge of 
every one, cither one way or other, 

And here I ſhould bave taken my leave of the 
Reader for the preſent , and diſmiſs'd him to the 
Peruſal of the following T reatiſe ( if be be fo diſ- 
pord ) but that I think my ſelf oblig'd to take notice 
of two or three Paſſages in the Hiſtory of the 
Works of the Learned, for the Month of May, 
which contradif# ſome Particulars that I have aſſert- 
ed in the following Treatiſe, They are mm the 
Account of the Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory of Mr. 
Baſnage, but to whom they are to be aſcrib'd, I can- 
not affirm. 

Perbaps they may proceed from that Author, 
and perbaps they may be the miſtakes of thoſe wha 
tranſmitted the account of his Work from Holland 
to our Engliſh Publiſhers, 7 charge them there- 
fore direttly upon no body, but finding them in the 
Book above-mention'd, ſhall give my Reaſons why 1 
look upon them as Erroneous. 

I. begin with p. 283, where 'we are told in the 
2d, Paragraph, how Mr. B. demonſtrates that 
for three Ages after Chriſt, there was no cer- 
tain Canon ; when both Private Perſons, and 
alſo Whole Churches, partly admitted Suppo- 
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ſititious Books for Sacred, and partly deſpis'd 
the Genuine as Prophane. Aow far this 
aſſertion 1s deſign'd to extend, and what Mr. B. 
has done to confirm it, is no other ways Emident 
wo me at preſent, then by the Argument, which is 
immediately ſubjoyn'd, to ſatisfy us of the Strength 
of the Demonſtration. This is intended to affed? 
the Whole Bible, but 1 think a much lower Word 
then Demonſtration might have ſer2'd the turn, 


- unleſs there be ſtronger Reaſons in reſerve. For it 


follows, — + So Origen beliey'd that Hermas 

his Paſtor was a Book Divinely inſpir'd. On 

the contrary Theodorus of -Mopſueſtia calls the 

Book of Job a Fable borrowed from Paganiſm ; 

the Books of Chronicles and Eſdras a vain 

— the Song of Solomon a Love Song, 
C. 


We bave bere two Arguments alledg*d;, one to 
prove there was no certain Canon of the New 
Teſtament, and the other to evince as much for 
the Old. And yet it is Evident at firſt ſaght, 
that neither of theſe Inſtances give us the leaſt in- 
formation of the Judgment of Whole Churches, 
unleſs Origen and Theodorus can 'be provd to 
ſpeak in the Names of more People then them- 
five; which I am confident can never be m.de 
out. 


+ How far the Ancients had any differences about 
the Canon of the New Teſtament, 1 have explain'd in its 
dne place. my buline(s here is to prove that Hermas 
was never eſteem'd part of it, or Canonical. And alſo 
to examine the Teſtimony of Theodorus concerning ſome 
Books of the 014, 
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Origen / am ſure delivers bis own Opinion only, 
and yet never defign'd to advance Aermas into 
the Number of Canonical Books, as F bave ob- 
ſery/d in the following Diſcourſe, in Anſwer to 
the Second Objetion ( p. 25, 26, and 29, 30. ) 
This I think 1 bave there ſufficiently ſhown, but ſhall 
however add a Teſtimony or two more to the ſame 
purpoſe, 

Thus then be ſpeaks, in his Eighth Homily on 


'2- Numbers — (b) That one day of Sin is re- * 


compenc'd with a years Puniſhment we Read 
#ot only in this Pook, wherein there 1s nothing 
whoſe Truth can be in the leaſt doubted ; buf 
the ſame things alſo are taught im the Book of the 
Paſtor, if any one think good to admir the 
Teſtimony of that Scripture, By which Words 
it is Evident, that Origen puts a great difference 
between the Paſtor of Hermas and the Book of 
Numbers, which was one of the Chriſtian, as well 
as Jewiſh, Canon. 71 this, be affirms every thing 
deliver'd, was undoubtedly true ; but plainly in- 
timates , he did not judge ſo of the former 3 by 
diſtinguiſhing it from, and placing it in oppoſition 
to, this, and leaving it to the Readers Dsſcretion, 
whether h&ll be concluded by the Authority of it, of 
no, He calls it mdeed Scripture, but that was 
a Title frequently given to any Books, whoſe Subje&t 
was Religious ; of which 1 have produc'd ſeveral 
Inſtances in the following Treatiſe, and ſhall only 
add bere, that the Author -of .whom we are now 
ſpeaking, even Origen, in the Preface to his Books 
of Principles, (c) calls the Dofrine of Peter, 
twice by that Name, in the" compaſs of a few 
Lines, though be there expreſly tells us, That it 
was neither Wrote by St, Peter, nor by any 0+ 
ther Inſpir'd Perſon, 

Again 
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Again, we Read in bis Fourteenth Homily oz 


Geneſis, — (4d) 1ſaac therefore dug Wells and (4) F. 21. 


the Followers of 1ſaac dug too. The Follow- 
ers of Iſaac are Matthew, Mark, Luke, John. 
The Followers of Jſaac are Peter, James, and 
Jude. The Apoſtle Paul is a Follower of /ſaac. 
For all theſe dig the Wells of the New Teſta- 
metit. —- Here we bave all' the Writers of the 
New Teſtament reckon'd up, but not a Word of 
Hermas and bis Paſtor, 

From theſe two Paſlages, and thoſe, which I 
have alledg'd in the following Diſcourſe, it is 
apparent, that * Origen is every where conſiſtent 
with himſelf in this matter, and always reje&s the 
Book of Hermas from being a part of the Canon. 
It is - probable, he might have done the ſame too 
in bis Explanations on the Epiſtle to the 
Romans 3 from whence the preſent Objefion is 
fetch*d, and have told us in what Senſe he judy'd 
this Piece to bave been Divinely Inſpir'd, if the 
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* Perhaps it may be urged, that theſe Paſſages are 
taken out of theſe Works of Origen, which are extant 
only in LatinezI grant it, but then add , that ſo is the 
Objettion too, and certainly a Tranſlation ought to be 
admitted for an Anſwer, when it is alledged tor an 95- 
j:tion. For according to our Engliſh Proverb, Every Man 
ought 10 Buy, and Sell by the ſame Meaſure. But I Reply, 
(-24ly, ) That 1 have ſhewn in the following Diſcourſe 
( Þ. 29, 30. ) that Origen ſpeaks after the ſame manner, 
in thole Works of his which are ftill extant in the Greek, 
And therefore we have a great deal. of Reaſon, to ſuppoſe 
that the Tranſlators have altered nothing in their Ver- 
flons; as to this matter, fince what is found in them is 
conlonant to thoſe Pieces of his, which are preſerved in 
the ſame Language, wherein they were firſt Written. 


Tranſlator 
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Trenſlator of that Work, had not contraGed it 
(e) See the ſo far, (&) as to leave out above balf of what was 
_ — 0 Publiſhd by Origen. Perbaps we might bave there 
lain f. Read, that he thought Hermas to have been no 
132 Otherwiſe Infpir'd, then bis Maſter (f) Clemens 
(f) See and(g) himſelf judg'd the Heathen Philoſophers to 
Anſwer t0 haye been, when they taugbt things agreeable to the 
rhe 24-05 Truth and Sound Dodtrine ; which both theſe 
C ”* Fathers thought were manifeſted and diſcover'd 
(2) 1. 4. to them by God. And ſo perbaps Origen judg'd 
again this Book of Hermas mjpir'd, becauſe be look'd 
c —_—_ upon it as containing uſeful Truths, and ſuppos'd 
hy 27G * nothing of that nature could:be Wrote without the 
Divine Aſliſtance. But be that as it will, and 
let bim mean by it what be can, it is Evident be 
never admitted it into the Canon, nor efteem'd it 
£-.Equal Authority with the Books of the New 
Teſtament. 

T proceed now to the Second Part of the Argu- 
ment, # the Paſſage above alledg'd, which 1s4urg'd 
againſt ſome Books of the Old Teſtament, and rs 
in theſe Words, — On the contrary, 'Theo- 
dorus of Mopſueſtia calls the Book of Job, a 
Fable borrowed from Paganiſm ;z the Books of 
Chronicles and Efdras, a vain Rhapſody ; the 
Song of Solomon a Love Song , &c. This is 
produc'd to [how the Church had no certam Canon 
of the Old Teſtament for three Hundred years, 
but with what Ground or Reaſon will quickly ap- 
pear. 

I muſt confeſs this does not properly belong to the 
Province 1 have undertaken at preſent, which is 
only to juſtify the Canon of the New Teſtament. 
But becauſe ſuch as are little vers'd in Contro- 
verſies of this Nature, may poſſibly be ſtumbled at 
theſe Expreſſions, and perhaps think them wh” 

able, 


The 


able, if 1 ſay nothing to them when they ly thus 
direftHly in my way, I bope 1 ſhall be excusd if 1 
ſpend a few lines m laying open the Weakneſs of 
this ObjeCQtion, 
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Firſt then, that the Jews bad a certain Canon, 
which comprebended all the Books that we reckon 
as parts of the Old Teſtament, and no more, is 
evident and notorious, Theſe, as we learn from 
(b) Joſephus, and (5) Euſebius, who tranſcribes (b)1, x. 
his Teſtimony, = reduc'd, in their way of com- againſt 
putation, to the Number of Twenty Two. After 4099 0- 
what manner they reckon'd them up, (k) does not ;33! _ 
belong to my preſent buſineſs to ſet down'; but only ;5. mY 
to remark, that their Canon was receiv/d by our (k) See ir 
Saviour and his Apoſtles. For certainly our done ty | 
Bleſſed Lord recommended the Books of the Jewiſh O—_ 
Canon and none others, when he exhorted bis Hear- L 6 ©, 28. 
ers (I) to Search the Scriptures. He arguert too, (1) obs 
we may be ſure from them, when he expounded to 5+ 39+ 
the two Diſciples, (») in all the Scriptures, 0") £ute 
the things concerning himſelf, Of them without n) © Jen 
doubt St. Paul ſpoke, (n) when be tells Timothy, ;.*;5. 
That he had, trom a Child, known the Scri- (0) v. 16. 
ptures, which were able to make him Wiſe un- 
to Salvation : And again, when he adds, (0) All 
Scripture is given by Inſpiration of God, &c. 

Theſe Paſſages, and ſeveral others of the ſame 
Nature, muſt be nmderſtood of thoſe Books, which 
paſs'd for Authentick among. the Jews, they can 
be underſtood of no other , except he be ſup- 
poſed to comprehend alſo ſome 'of the earlieſt 
Pieces of the New Teſtament, And therefore, ſince 
their Canon was admitted as ſuch, by our Lord 
bimſelf and his Diſciples, *tis manifeſt the Chri- 
ſtian 
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ſtian Church was not at liberty to rejedF what Books 
of the Old Teſtament they pleas'd, but were oblig*d 
by no leſs then Infallible Authority, to eſteem all 
& Divine, which the Jews, (p) ro whom the 
Oracles of God had been committed, embrac'd 
under that notion, And accordingly we find (q) 
Melito, Biſhop of Sardis, in the Second, and (7) 
Origen in the beginning of the Third Century, 
colleFing the Names of thoſe Books, which had 
been recery'd in. the Jewiſh Church, and Publiſhing 
the ſame to the Chriſtians, as thoſe which ought to 
be own'd and acknowledg'd by them too for Canoni- 
cal. It's true indeed, the Book of the Leſſer 
Prophets is omitted in the account, which Euſebius 
gives us from Origen ; but that was certainly a 
miſtake of the Tranſcriber ; as is apparent ( be- 
fades ſeveral other Evidences ) from hence , that 
Origen in his Treatiſe againſt Celſus, (s) joyns 
the Twelve Minor Prophets to the others, and 
tells the Philoſopher that he had Wrote Ex- 
planations upon ſome of them. 


oh ah = an Ah cwoankm_ =» oa mod act on fo. an mo. ann 


This is, 1 think, ſufficient to prove that the | 
Church had a Certain Canon of the Old Teſta» | 
ment, during the firſt 300 Years; whatever O- 
pinion Theodorus of Mopſueſtia might entertain 
concerning ſome Particular Books, Thoſe very 


Books were undoubtedly part of the Jewiſh Code ; 
they are, reckon'd up as ſuch by the Fathers now 
mention'd, and the whole Canon” of the Jews | 
aſſerted and atteſted, not only by them, but alſo 
by our Saviour and the Writers of the New 
Teſtament. 
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( 2. ) It ſeems not a little Extravagant to 
bring Theodorus of Mopſueſtia as a Witneſs 
for the Doarine of the firſt 300 years in the 
caſe now before us, /ince , if his Teſtimony 
proves any thing, it muſt neceſſarily reach a great 
way farther. For, as Dr. Cave obſerves m his 
Hiſtoria Literaria, He was made Biſhop of 
Mopſueſtia iz the Tear 392, and Govern'd that 
Church for 36 Years, n9t Dymg before the Year 
428, So that if bis Authority be look'd upon as 
ſufficient ts declare the Judgment of the Catho- 
lick Church in his days, it muſt prove that the 
Canon of the Old Teſtament was not ſettled for 
above 400 Years ; but that it was Lawfull for 
any one, during that time, to admit or rejetF what 
Books thereof be pleas'd. This, I am ſure, is a 
very odd notion, and will never be admitted by 
thoſe who know, that, in the Fourth Century, (t) (+) reſttv. 
Athanaſius of Alexandria. (#) Hilary of Poic- Epiſtle 39. 
tiers, (x) Cyril of Jeruſalem, (py) Epiphanius (#) Prolo- 
of Cyprus, (z) Gregory of Nazianzum , (4) Þ(ums _ 
Jerome of Paleſtine, a;zd (b) Rufinus of Aquileia, (;)-,ecp, 
were of a quite difterent Opinion. There is not 4. 
one of all theſe, but was more conſiderable then (y) Hereſ« 
Theodorus, and fitter to give an account of the 7% | 

C #1 ., = d z (2) of the 

Judgment of the Catholick Church then be; and 7, 
therefore when ali of them joyn in aſſerting the pooksof the 
Authority of the Books, which he rejeGed, tis Scripture. 
abſurd to pretend that the Opinion, be entertain'd (4) Pro- 
muſt be of more Authority then all theirs put yen "y 
together, and aſſure us that the Church had then -ravdly, 
no Settled Canon of the Old Teitamenr, when (3) Cn the 
every one of -theſe teach the d:ireF contrary, Theſe Cr-e., 
great Names, I think, are ſufficient to oppoſe t9 
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Theodorus of Mopſueſtia, if 1 had nothing elſe 
ta ſay. But I ſhall proceed further, and alledge, 
tbe Council of Laodicea, which met about the 
Year 360, and own'd all the Books of the Old 
Teſtament, that were receiv'd by the Jews, for 
Canonical. The Decrees of this Councel were 
ſoon after taken into the Code of the Univerſal 
Church, and are , upon that account , an un- 
deniable Teſtimony of the Opinion of the whole 
Chriſtian World mz this matter ; and withall 
inform us, that the Biſhop of Mopſueſtia , in 
ſighting the Books above-mention'd, did diredly 
contradza the Judgment and Practice of the Ca- 
tholick Church. 


( 3. ) This will be ſtill further manifeſt, if we 
confader that, for this very thing, among others, 
be was cenſurd and condemn'd by the Fifth General 
Councel. We bave none of the Writings of 
Theodorus now extant ; nothing but what is quot- 
ed from him and preſery'd ly others, Neither 
can we judge what he beliew'd and taught but by 
theſe Citations. There are many Paſlages taken 
out of his Works i the Fourth Collation of the 
Fifth Councel, at Conſtantinople, and among 
others, Six or Seven Paſſages, wherein it appears, 
that he allowed neither the Book of Job nor the 
Canticles, nor perhaps the Proverbs or Eccleſia- 
ſtes, to be of Divine Authority, But for this, 
he is in plain terms condemn'd (c) by the Fathers 
of that Synod ; and we are thereby taught, that 
the Dodrine which he embrac'd in this Particular, 
was ;ſo far from being approv'd, that it was indeed 
RejeQed and Cenſur'd by the Catholicks. Jt is 
therefore a very ſtrange method of arguing, to pre- 
tend 
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tend to give an account of the Judgment of the 
Church, by the Opinions of this Biſhop, when 
yet: the Church expreſly Condemn'd bim for bold- 
ing and maintaining thoſe very Opinions, 


That he call d the Books of Chronicles and 
Eſdras, a vain Rhapſody, 7 do not find. If be 


did, both the- Councel of Chalcedon, which (4) (4) Can.1. 


Eſtabliſh'd the Decrees of that of Laodicea, and 
alſo the Fifth General Counncel, of which we have 


been now ſpeaking, by (e) ſubſcribing to the Canons (e) Collar. 


of the other, plainly condemn what he held as to *: 
theſe Books too. So that if we'll make an eſti- 
mate of the DoQtrine of the Church rathey from 
Three ſuch Eminent Councels as theſe were, 
then from the Writings of a Single Biſhop, *tzs 
moſt certain and evident, that all the Books, whicb 
be rejeQted, were admitted by the whole Body of 
Catholicks both before and after his time , and 
conſequently that the Argument, which endeavours 
to prove the contrary from his particular Opmion, 
is of no force and efficacy. 


I proceed now to ſome other Paſſages, which ſeem 
exceptionable , and find ( p. 281.) the following 
Words, Our Author ſays the Second E- 
piſtle of St. Petey is receiv'd by all Churches 
at this day, and many of the Fathers cited it 
as Genuine, foraſmuch as Athanaſius makes uſe 
of it againſt the Arians, Oration the 24d, If 
it be In/muated by theſe Words, that Athanaſius 
was the firſt wbo quoted it for Genuine, 1 bave 
prov'd that to be a miſtake im the following 
Papers, and if the Reader pleaſes to conſult the 
Anſwer 1 have given to th? Fifth Objection, 
be'll 


(A See the be eaſily ſee, that there were thoſe, who 
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Wl eaj (f) af- 
cribd is to St. Peter, long before Athanaſius ap- 
pear'd in the World. And this Father teſtifies 
as much himſelf, who, reckoning this Epiſtle among 
the Authentick Books of the New Teſtament, 
aſſures us, that be bad the Warrant of the An- 
cients and firſt Preachers of Chriſtianity for 
all the Pieces, which be there puts imto his Cata- 
logue. 


The Obje&ion from the difference of Style, 
between this and the firſt Epiſtle, My. B. an- 
ſwers himſelf ;, and therefore I paſs on to what 
follows, 


Euſebius (1. 3.c. 3.) Writes that he heard 
from his Anceſtors, that this Epiſtle was not 
at firſt inſerted into the Canon, &c, Euſebins 
ſays ſomething to this purpoſe, but, I think, what 
we here Read, carries the matter a little too far. 
The Hiſtorian deed tells us, that be had receiv'd 
by Tradition, or from his Predeceſlors, that the 
Second Epiltle, aſcrib'd to St. Peter, was ( or 
ought to be) no part of the New Teltamant. 
But he dies not acquaint us of what Antiquity 
or Extent the Tradition was, much leſs does be 
ſay, as this Tranſlation would induce an un- 
wary Reader to Suppole, that it was everywhere 
rejeted upon its firſt Appearance ;, but only, that 
thoſe Books cr Perſons, from which he deriv'd 
bis Information. did not acknowle/2 it. 
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Immediately after we are told, That in Gre- 
gory Nazianzen's time, few of the Orthodox 
receiv'd it for Divine. Where we may learn this 
I cannot tell: ] am ſure the Father ſays no ſuch 
thing in thoſe Places, where be treats Profeſſedly 
of the Books of the Scripture. He acknowledges 


mdeed in his Verſes to Seleucus, (g) that ſome (8) Vol. 2, 
receiv'd, and ſome rejefed it, But he does Þ: 194 


not ſay , that the former were fewer than the 
latter ; neither does he interpoſe his own Judgment 


there. Though he does in (hb) another Poem , (h) p. 98. 


where he expreſly reckons Two Epiſtles of St, 
Peter amommg the Genuine Books of the New 
Teſtament. 7t follows, The Syrians have not 
inſerted i: in their ancient Verſon, neither do 
they Read it at this day, unleſs privately, 
What may be the Reaſon of this, I have ventur'd 
to gueſs in the Notes on Pp. 18. to which I refer 
the Reader, 


We are further told, That the Spanyards per- 
ſiſted in the ſame Error till the Seventh Cen- 
tury, — and alſo afterwards ( p. 283.) That 
the Epiſtle to the Hebrews was not receiv'd as 
Sacred and Authentick, in the Weſtern Church, 
till the ſame time, 


What particular Reaſons Mr. B. has for theſe 
Two Aſlertions, I cannot judge, beiczuſe his Epi- 
tomizer does not al edze any. Put 1 bwve this 
( beſides the Teſtimony of Smgle Perſons ) to urge 
ou the contrary ſide ;, that the Gouncil of Lage 
dicea acknowledg*d botit tor Canonical, aboyt the 
year 369, which þejng not long afier, taken its 
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the Code of the Univerſal Church , and alſo 
farther Eſtabliſl/d by the Fourth General Councel, 
in the middle of the Fifth Century, s as clear 
au Evidence, that the Whole Catholick Church, 
in all the Provinces thereof , receiv'd both 
theſe Epiſtles for Genuine Parts of the New 
Teſtament, as the Sixth of the Thirty Nine 
Articles ſufficie:tly Teſtifies what Books the Church 
of England acknowledges for Authentick at this 
day. 


nd therefore I wonder at what is ſay'd (i) con- 
cermng the Epiſtles of St. James, that in the 
Fifch Age it was C firſt } receiv'd by all as 
Canonical, becauſe all the Fathers of that Age 
cite it — and the African Councels inſerted 
It into their Canons. Fow far it appears now 
to have been admitted before the Fourth Age, 
[ v1 ſhown in the Following Treatiſe ; but 
that luth it and the other Controverted Pieces 
wire vencrally receiv'd in that Century, 1 bave 


:lepros'd (k) from ſeveral Teſtimonies, whereof the 
t of (Huncel of Laodicea 1s on: : 


. and certainly the 
Canons thereof, which were every where acknow- 


* Jed: 'd, had more Influence upon the general reception 


of this Epiltie , then the Synods of Carthage 
could have, which were never Submitted to by the 
Eaſtera Chriſtians. 


But we are further told ( p. 283, ) that it was 
after the Seventh Century, before the Revelation 
wa” acknow!edp?d by the Eaſtern Churches — 
and apain , 4 Pp. 284.) That the Laodicean 
G_ was the firſt thar ſtruck the Revelation 
and Book of Judith out of the Sacred Canon. 

What 
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What is to be thought - of the Revelation, / have 
bereafter declar'd ( p. 2.) But as to the Book 
of Judith, J anſwer, ( 1.) That the Laodicean 
Fathers co:41d not ſtrike that out of the Cia0n of 
tbe Primitive Church, becauſe it does not ap; ear 
that it was ever in ; any more then Eccletialticus, 
Tobit, &c. (2.) As to the Story of the * Ute 
cil of Nice's alledging it as Divine ( which is 
here bintcd at) 1 bet ieve it to be all Fable, 
Jerome 5n1!y tells us that it was retorted of ſry d 
ſo; and no:with/tanding that, it is plain by his 
Pretace to te Proverbs, that he look'd wo it as 
Apocryphal ;-wh'c< be would never hav. done, 
if be bad really beliey'd the Nicene athers 94d 
taken it mto the Canon. Nether if trere had 
been the leaſt Evidence that they bad ſ> done , 
would the Synod of Laodicea bave rejetted it, 
For all the World knows, that tve Catholicks bad 
every where ſo proſound a Reverence and Vencra- 
tion for the Decrees of the Firſt General Coun- 
cel, that it is impoſſible to ſaproſe 4 Provincial 
Synod would, ſo quickly after, attc enzpt to reicind 
what they bad once Eſtal:lifh?d. 


I have now done with the Account of the Ec- 
cleſiaſtical Hiſtory of Mr, B. and do bere ag tin 
declare to the World, thit none of the miltzkes, 
which I have been here examining, o5t to be 
imputed any far ther to him, thin the Vader t ices 


at Rotterdam bave Tranſmitted 2 Fa tbfull {c- 
count of my Work to their Correipoudents at 
London, If they haz ta = Fer, in, nbit ErT7;s 
there be, muſt be lay'd at their door, az: " - x; 
tnat of "th: Learned Author.  wou! 4, Te 


deed bave conſulted the Original, but not bv! 
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the opportunity of ſo doing, I thought my ſelf under 
a kind of Obligation to take notice of the Paſſages 
above-mention'd , becauſe they might be urg'd 
as Objetions againſt ſome of thoſe Truths, 
which I have aſſerted and ( 1 hope ) prov'd in the 
following Diſcourſe. 
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l, UR Author, in the beginning of 
this Treatiſe, falls very ſeverely 
on Mr. Blackall, who had charg'd 
him, in a Sermon before the Houſe 

of Commons, with queſtioning the Authority 

of ſome of the Books of the New Teſtament, 
in his Hiſtory of the Life of 13Ilton. This he 
ſays was an uncharitable as well as Groundleſs 

Accuſation, and brings many Arguments to 

prove his Innocence as to that matter. I ſhall 

not concern my felt at preſent in that coatro- 
verſy, nor examine whether our Author be 
guilty or not ©: what 3s lay'd to his charge. 
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] am ſure all he Alledges for his own Vindi- 
cation is a grand Impertinency , and ſuch a 


Notorious abniing of his Readers, as is not 


exfily to be found in Writers, who are not 
of his Complexion. It is juſt as if a Man 
ſhould Vindicate himſelf from having ever 
Rob'd on the High-way , and as ſoon as he 
had finiſWd his dilcourſe, ſhould fall upon and 
Spoil the next Traveller he meets For thus 
he after a long harangue, wherein he pre- 
tends to clear himſelf trom the Afperſions of 
Mr. Blackall, and prove that he never infinuat- 
ed that any of the Books of the New Teſta- 
meat might juſtly be queſtion'd, proceeds ( if 
1 underſtand Engliſh ) ro aſſert rhe ſame with 
open Face; and brings ſeveral Arguments , 
which can aim at nothing elſe but to fink their 
Authority, and make Men belicve there is no 
ſufficient ground for receiving the preſent 
Canon. Whether this be his Intention or no, 
I think will eaſily appear to any one who ſhall 
conſider the following Particulars. 


(1.) He affirms ( p. 52. ) that ſeveral ſpurious 
Pieces have been quoted by the Fathers as of 
equal Authority with thoſe which we receive ; 
even by thoſe Fathers vpon whoſe Teſtimony 
the preſent Canon is Eſtabliſh'd. From whence 
it is evident, he would infer, that thoſe Spu- 
Tious and our Canonical Books ought to go 
together , and either be equally admitted or 


equally rejected, ſince they are founded pon 


the ſame Teſtimonies. 


( 2. ) Fe looks upon the Epiſtles of Barnabas, 


* the Paſtor of Hermas, the Epiſtles of Polycarp,f 
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of Clemens Ziſhop of Rome, and Ignatius, to be 
all Forgeries, ( p. 43, 46. ) and yet he tells us 
( p. 44- ) that the Ancients pay'd them the bigbeſt 
ReſpeF, and reckon'd the firſt four of them eſpecially 
as good as any part of the New Teſtament. $0 
that the Teſtimony of the Ancients for the 
Canon of the New Teſtament ſeems to be of 
no value, ſince, if we'll believe our Author, 
they put Forgeries in the ſame rank with the 
Books thereof, and eſteem'd them of the ſame 
Authority, 


( 3. ) He urges ( þ. 47. ) that he can't 
vaderſtand why the Writings of St. Mark and 
St, Luke ſhould be receiv'd into the Canon, 
and thoſe of Clemens Biſhop of Rome and St. 
Barnabas be excluded, by thoſe who look upon 
them as Genuine, Since the two former were 
not Apoſtles, but only Companions and Fellow- 
Labourers with the Apoſtles, and ſo were the 
two latter as well as they. 


( 4. ) We Read (p. $56. ) in ſo many 
words, that, There is not one /ingle Book of the 
New Teſtament, which was not refus'd by ſome of 
the Ancients as unjuſtly Father'd upon the Apoſtles, 
and really forg'd by their Adverſarzes. 


( 5. ) He tells us in the ſame Page, That 
the Epiſtle to the Hebrews, that of St. James, the 
Second of <t. Peter, the Second and Third of St. 
John, the Epiſtle of St. Jude, and the Revelation, 


| were a long time jlainly doubted by the Ancients, 


And as it this had not been enough he adds 
( p. 64. ) that they were rejeFed a long time by 
all Chriftians, almoſt with univerſal conſent. 
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( 6. ) To ſhow that he'l] leave no Stone 
unturn'd to expreſs the tavourable Opinion he 
has of the New Teſtament, he brings in Ce!/:: 
a Heathen ( p. 60.) as a Witneſs again!* the 
Chriſtians , Who exclaims againſt the too rreat 


Liberty they took ( as if they were 119k \) of ame 

#47 the firſk Wri tings of the Gef +, t57c6 or four or 

more times, that ſo they m:,': {1y whatever was 
3 . | 

urg'd againſt them, as ri!;u cd brtore 


( 7. ) To Celſus in the ſxme Page, he joyns 
the Xavicheans, ( fitly enough 1 confeſs) who 
ſhen'd other Scriptures, and deny'd the Genumeneſs 
of the whole new Te/; ament. 


( 8. ) We are told ( p. 64 ) that the Ebio- 
nites or Nazarens ( who were the oldeſt Chriſtians ) 
had a different Copy of St. Matthews Goſpel; the 
Marcionites bad a very different one of St. Luke's; 
St. John's was attributed to Cerinthus 3 and all 
the Epiſtles of St. Paul were deny'd by ſome, and a 
different Copy of them ſhew*d by others, 


(9.) He urges ( p.5 3,54. ) that Euſcbius rejeds 
the Ads, Goſpel, Preaching and Revelation of Peter 
from berg Authentick for no other reaſon, but be- 
. Cauſe no Ancient or Aiodern VPriter ( ſays be ) 
bas quoted proofs out of them, But berein Euſebius 
was miſtaken, for the contrary appears by the Teſti- 
monies mark'd in the Catalogue, which any Body 
may compare with the Originals, In another place 
be ſys that the Goſpels of Peter, Thomas, Mat- 
thias, and ſuch-like, with the As of John, and 
the other Apoſtles are Spurious , becauſe no Ec- 
cleſusſtick FiTiter, from the Times of the Apoſiles 

down 
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down to bis own, has wouchſaf*d to quote them, 
which is ab/olutely falſe of ſome of them, as we bave 
already ſhewn. Had Euſebius found any. of 
theſe Pieces cited by the precedent Orthodox Writers, 
be would bave own'd them as Genuine Produttions 
of the Apoſtles, and admitted them, as we ſay, into 
the Canon, But baving met no ſuch Citations, he 
preſently concluded there were none, which made bim 
rejec® thoſe Books. And I ſay ( what I have al- 
ready demonſtrated ) that Proofs were quoted out of 
ſome of them long before, ſo that they might ſtill 
belong to the Canon for all Euſebius, 


( 10. ) He Produces ( p. 69, &c.) a. long 
Pailage out of Mr. Dodwell, which, ( if we'll be- 
lieve him) Refeats more upon the Canon of 
the New Teſtament, as to the certainty and 
Authority, of it, then any thing which had 
been before excepted againſt in the Life of 
Milton, 


Now let any one lay all theſe Paſſages to- 
gether, and I fancy he'll be of my mind, and 
ealily believe that our Author's Vindication of 
bimſelf againſt Mr. Blackall was impertinent, 
and ſuch a preſuming on the weakneſs of his 
Readers, as is not uſual ; ſince he preſently 
after commits that fault ( though 1 doubt hell 
not. call it ſo) from which juſt before he at- 
tempted to clear himſelf, and makes no ſcruple 
at all of expoſing the Writings of the New 
Teſtament, which we believe to be Canonical, 
as doubtiul and uncertain. 
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IT. 1 fppoſe it will not be thought ſufficient 
for me only to have proceeded thus far, and 
( in our Authors Language, p. 8. ) to have ſhown 
the Enemy and given an account of his Forces, ex- 
cept [ endeavour to weaken them too, and there- 
by hinder them from doing ſuch Execution as 
they ſeem to threaten. 


But becauſe the Particulars above-alleg'd, are 
ObjeQions againſt the general DoQtrin of the 
Church in the matter now before us, I think 
it will be proper, before I examine them, to 
lay down the Grounds upon which the Canon 
of the New Teſtament has been fix'd and deter- 
mind, Which I ſhall do with all the Brevity, 
the Subje&t will admit of, as deſigning to en- 
large upon and confirm ſeveral Particulars in 
the ſequel of this Diſcourſe, where fir occaſion 
will be offer'd. 


The Word Canon is Originally Greek, and in 
the Ordinary acceptation fignifies a Rule, and 
therefore when made uſe of in Divinity, we 
underſtand by the Canon and Canonical Books, 
thoſe Books, which were deſign'd by God to be 
the Rwle of our Faith and Prattice, 
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I ſhall not diſcourſe any thing now concern- 
ing the Books of the Old Teſtament, becauſe 
they are no part of the preſent controverſy. 
+ But in the New Teſtament, thoſe Books 
only are accounted C:nonical which were Writ, 
or however Author:2'd, by the Apoltles, 


For they being the Immediate Diſciples of, 
and Attendants upon our Lord, and being Com- 
miſſion'd by him to inſtru the World in the 
Dodtrin which he taught them, were without 
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+ 1 think it pertain'd to the Apoſtles, to approve the 
Sacred Books Neither have we any © anonical 
Books, either of the Old or New Teſtament, but thoſe 
which the Apoſtles spprov'd and deliver'd to the Church. 
Melchior Canus in his Common Places, 1. 2. C. 7. Þ- 43+ 
Edit, Lov. 1569. Otftavo. 

The Church, like a faithful Guardian, hath preſerved 

and conveyed to her Children, as Writings received from 
the Apoſtles, not only what they Penned themlelves, 
but alſo thoſe Pieces too, which being Wrote by Perſons 
who were not Apoſtles, yet were by the Apoſtles con- 
firmed, Publickly Approved, and recommended to th- 
Church. Arch Biſhop of Spalato, in his Chriſtian Common- 
Wealth, l. 7. c. 1. S. 15. Edit. Hanov. 1622. 
, No other Books properly belonging to the Holy 
Scriptures, but ſuch as the Apoſtles of Chrilt left behin« 
them. Bp. Coftas Hiſt, of the Canon of the C14 Teſtament, 
Seit. 73. p. $0. 

So likewiie Epiſcopius, in his Inſtitutions, ( 1. 4. Sei. 
I. c. 5. ) Remarks that thoſe Books make up the Canon 
of the New Teſtament, which were either {Tore by tbe 
Apoſtles or with their Approbation, And again in his 
Treatiſe of the Rule of Faith, c. 7. IWhatever was 
Wrote or Approv'd by the Apoſiles, was , without Con- 
troverſy, dictated by the Holy Ghoſt, 
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doubt * infallible ( for elſe they might have led 
the World into Error ) and therefore their 
Teaching, their Writings, their Judgment 
ought to be receiv'd with all Veneration and 
Submiſſion. 

St. Paul is reckon'd juſtly of the ſame Autho- 
rity with the reſt, becauſe our Saviour was 
pleas'd to appear to him from Heaven, reveal 
his Goſpel to him in his own Perſon, and ap- 
point him an Apoſtle after an extraordinary 
manner ; for he Receiv'd his Commiſſion not 
from Men ( as himſelf tells us, Gal. 1. 1, 12. ) 
but from Jcius Chriſt and God the Father, 

What the Apoſtles Wrote, and what they 
Authoriz'd, can be known no other way, then 
by tbe Teſtimonies of thoſe who liv'd at the ſame 


time with them, and the Tradition of thoſe who | 


ſucceeded them. 

And therefore whenever any Churches re- 
ceiv'd any Writings, to Inſtrut them in Re- 
ligion, from the Apoſtles, they look'd upon 
thoſe Writings as Canonical, or a Rule of their 


Faith and Manners, in the Particulars whereof | 


they Treated. And whenever any other 
Churches were aſſur'd, either by the Teſtimony 
of thoſe who knew it themſelves, or by certain 
Tradition, that ſuch and ſuch were Apoſtolical 
Writings, they too eſteem'd them Canonical, 
preſerv'd them as ſuch themſelves, and as ſuch 
tranſmitted them to others. 


* It is not my Buſineſs here to prove that the Apoſtles 
were Infallible, but only to ſhow the Neceſſity that they 
fbou'd be fo. 


III, Hence 


| 
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Hl. Hence it appears, that the Written 
Canon encreas'd gradually in it ſelf , as the 
Apoſtles Writ new Books, and was likewiſe 
gradually ſpread over the Weorld, as Particular 
Churches receiv'd thoſe Books from others , 
with good Teſtimonies and Evidences of their 
being the gennine Works of thoſe, under whoſe 
Names they were convey'd to them. No won= 
der then, if ſome Books were ſooner and ſome 
later receiv'd as Canonical, by the Univerſal 
Body of Chriſtians in all Places, becauſe either 
the Books themſelves, or the Teſtimonials to 
prove them Apoſtolical, might, nay Naturally 
would, be tranſmitted to ſome Churches later 
then others, as they were Situated nearer to, 
or remoy'd farther from, thoſe Cities or Coun- 
trys, where they were firſt Publiſfd , or 
enjoy'd a greater or leſs intercourſe with 
them. 

But the General conveying of a great part of 
them over the whole Chriſtian Church, feems 
to have been perform'd in the Beginning of 
the Second Century, about the time of St. Johns 
Death, or immediately after it. For as Euſe- 
bius tells us, in his Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory ( 1. 3. 
&. 37. ) there were then great numbers of 
Perſons, Diſciples of the Apoſtles, who travelVd 
over the World, bwlding up Churches where 
the Apoſtles had before lay'd the Foundations, 
and Preaching the Faith of Chriſt in other Places, 
which had never heard of it before, carrying 
along with them the Copies of the Goſpels to all 
Countreys whither they TravelPd. And it is 
very probable, that they took with them ſome 
other parts of the New Teſtament beſides , 

ſince 


I0 
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ſince as we ſhall immediately ſee from the Teſti- 
monies of Jreneus and Tertullian , they were 
own'd and admitted everywhere ſoon after. 


IV. For the clearing of which, I ſhall confider 
what Books were firſt taken into the Canon, 
by the whole Church, and what afterwards ; 
not omitting alſo to remark that they had be- 
fides, ſome that were ſtild Eccleſaaſtical , and 
others Spuriaus or Suppoſations. 


( 1. ) The Four Goſpels, the As of the 
Apoſtles, Thirteen Epiſtles of St. Paul, ( that to 
the + Hebrews being excepted ) the firſt of St. 
Peter, and the firſt of St. John, were all receir/d 
over the Chriſtian World, in the time of Euſebius, 


(4) L-3-as appears from his (a) Eccleſtaſtical Hiſtory. 


C, 25, 


To him I might joyn Athanaſjus, the Council of 
Laodicea, Epiphanius, Ruffinus, &c, But þbecauſe 
they Wrote a while after, when the whole Canon 
of the New Teſtament began to be ſettled, their 
Teſtimony will reach the other Books, as well 
as theſe under conſideration, and therefore 1 
ſhall reſerve them for a fitter place. Ir's true 
indeed Euſebius and thoſe others did not Publiſh 
their Judgments on this Subject rill above 300 
Years after Chriſt, and therefore ſeem ſome- 
thing of the lateſt to be Witneſſes in a caſe of 


N— —_——_—_—_— 


+ Euſebius ſeems in4, 2. c, 25. to take the Epiſtle to 
the Hebrews into the Canon, but becauſe he does not 
expreſly name it there, and in the 34. Ch. of that Book, 
he tells, that it was queſtion'd by ſome ; T have therefore 
left it out, as a Book that was not Univer/aly taken into 
the C anon at that time, 


this 
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this Nmure, But then we ought to obſerye, 
not only that they. ſpeak poſitively what was 
the general Judgmens of their Days, but that 
three of them appeal to the Tradition of the Church, 
and the Teſtimony of the Ancients, who, living 
nearer the Age of the Apoſtles, had better op- 
portunities of informing themſelves from Au- 
thentick Proofs, what were their true and Ge- 
nuine Works. It was upon this Teſtimony of 
Primitive and ſuceteding Writers, that the Catho» 
liek Church did, in the time above mention'd, 
admit theſe Books as Apoſtolical, and account 
them for Canonical Parts of the New Teſta- 
ment, Many of the Writings, which they con- 
ſulted, are now Periſh'd, but ſome have been 
preſerv'd to our days, from which I ſhall pro- 
duce an Inſtance 'or two, to ſhow that the 
Church, in the time of Exſebius, had real war- 
rant from Antiquity, to look upon the Books, 
whereof 1 am now ſpeaking, as Canonical or 
Rules of Faith, fince they had been eſteem'd for 
ſuch long before, and were attributed to them, 
whoſe Names they bear, by their Predeceffors. 
Thus Tertullian, who flouriſh'd at the end of the 
Second Cengury, tells us expreſly, in his Diſ- 
courſe of the Preſcription of Hereticks, that the 
Law and the Prophets, the Goſpels and Apoſtolick 
Writings, were the Books, from whence we are to 
learn our Faith, And that we may know what 
he meant by Goſpels and Apoſtolick Writings ( for 
about them we are only concern'd at preſent ) 
he does, as occaſion was offer'd, in his ſeveral 
Treatiſes, appeal to all the Books abowe-men- 

tiou'd 
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tion'd (* excepting only the Epiſtle to Philemon, 
out of which, being very ſhort, he had no oc- 
caſion, I ſuppoſe, to produce any Teſtimonies ) 


as the real Writings of the Apoſtles and Perſons to | 


whom we aſcribe them. And Freneus before him, 

who convers'd, as we learn from himſelf, with 

(5)L. 3-(b) Polycarp and (c) others that had been in- 
» 3 - ſtrufted by the Apoſtles and immediate Dif- 
'*2** ciples of our Lord, mentions (d) the Code of the 
(d) L. 1. New Teſtament as well as of the Old, calls the 
C. 1. L.3. one as well as the other, the (e) Oracles of God, 
3 12 , and (f) VVritings diftated by bis V/Vord and Spi- 
\* "it, ſpeaks expreſly ſeveral times (g) of the four 


(f) L. 2. | 
C. 47» = 


(8) L- 3 # If itbe enquir'd what Evidence we have that the 
Epiſtle to Philemon ( fince it's quoted neither by Ter- 
znllian nor Frenens ) belongs to this firſt ſer of Canonical 
Books. I anſwer, ( 1, ) That Euſebius, and Gregory Na+ 
zianzen both in bis Jambicks 10 Soleucus, and his Po-m con- 
cerning the genuine Books of the Scripture, manifeſtly reckon 
this Epiſtle among thoſe parts of the Canon which were 
never doubted of. ( 2+ ) Origen exprelly aſcribes it to 
St. Paul, in his Nineteenth Homily on Jeremy, ( Ed. G. 
L.) p. 185. ( 3.) Though Tertullizn does not in dire& 
terms tell us that it was accounted one of the Canonical 
Books in his time, yet he ſays that from whence it 
neceſſarily follows. For (1. 5. againſt Marcion c. 21. ) 
#4; - he wonders why that Heretick rejetted the Epiſtles to 
Timothy and Titus, which concern the State of the whole 
Church, when yet he receiv'd another written to a fingle 
Perſon, as well as theſe y whereby none can be under 
ſtood but this to Philemon, Since *tis well known that 
Marcion rejetted all the Canonical Epiſtles, and conſe- 
quently the Second and Third of St. Jobn z which allo 
were not at that time generally embrac'd by the Catho- 
licks. And therefore ſince he joyn'd with the Catholicks 
in receiving one Epiſtle to a lingle Perion, it muſt ne 
celſarily be this; For he rejetted all the others, 


Goſpels, 
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Goſpels, and quotes the ſame Books of the New 
Teſtament, which we obſerv'd Tertullian does, 
and under the Names of the ſame Authors that 
he does, even of thoſe by whom we now believe 
they were written, and blames (þ) the Here- 
ticks of thoſe times for rejeQting their Authori- 
ty. They were Hereticks only that rejected 
them in thoſe early Ages, neither does it ap- 
pear that ſo much as one of the Books we are now 
conſidering, was ever doubted of, or call'd in 


neſtion by any of the Members of the Catho- 
lick Church, after they were once publickly 
This is enough to evince that Euſebius 
and the Church in his time had Teſtimonies of 
the Ancients to aſſure them, that the Books 
above-ſpecifi'd were really the Writings of the 
Diſciples and Followers of our Saviour. 
beſides theſe -+ two Authors now mention'd , 
there are others ſtill Extant, as Clemens of Alex- 
andria, Origen and Cyprian , who' confirm the 
ſame Truth, and many now loſt, which they 
then had in their hands, from whence they drew 


known. 


And 


further proofs and Evidences in this matter. 


—_ 


+ Jreneus and Tertullian 6ught not to be accounted 
here as ſingle Witneſſes ; but as thoſe which deliver what 
was the Judgment of all thoſe Churches, with which they 


(b) L. 3. 
C\ 2s» 


convers'd. See hereafter Se. XXXIII. where particulac 
Places are produc'd out of both of them, in which they 
quote the ſeyeral Books under the Names of thoſe Au- 
thors, to whom they are now aſcrib'd ; and 'tis alſo 
prov'd, that what they believ'd concerning them, was 
confirm'd by the Suffrage of the Univerſal Church, that 
1s, all thoſe parts of it with which they had Corrcſpon- 


dence, 


"2. ) The 


14 


(i) Atha- 
naſ Vol. 2. 
G.L.p. 39» 
and Bal- 
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( 2. ) The Epiſtle to the Hebrews, the Second 
of St. Peter, the Second and Third of St. Feb 
the Epiſtle of St. James and of St, Jude, an 
the Revelation, were at the beginning queſtion'd 
by ſome, as Euſebius informs us in the Book and 
Chapter above-alleg'd ; but then, as the ſame 
Author in the ſame Places aſſures us, they were 
receiv'd and acknowledg'd by many others, 
The Agreement about theſe, was not ſo general 
and uniform as about the other Books. Some 
Perſons, and Churches perhaps, receiv'd them 
all, but the whole Body of the Catholicks did 
not, as being not then fully ſatisfy'd, every- 
where, concerning the Evidence which was pro- 
duc'd for them, Yet neither were they gener- 
ally rejeted, as ſome pretend, For ſeveral 
them were receiv'd in ſeveral Places, as i 
would be very eaſy to prove from Jreneus 
Tertullian and others of the Fathers yet extant, 
Of which more by and by when we come 
our Authors fiftu Objetion. But however t 
caſe was at firſt, it is apparent that upon 
due Examination of the Teſtimonies of t 
Ancients, produc'd on their behalf, theſe alſ 
were in proceſs of Time receiv'd into th 
Canon. For (5) Athanatius, in one of his Feſti 
val Epiſtles, Wrote about 20 Years after t 
Hiſtory of Euſebius, reckons them expreſly a 
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the reſt, So does alſo (&) the Council of Lao- (t)1bid. py, 
dicea *, excepting only the Revelation. So does 550. 
(1) Epiphanius , and fo alſo does (m) Rufinus I , =p 
towards the end of that Century, and wouches (m) on the 
the Authority of the Ancients and the Monuments Creed p. 
of his Predeceſſors for ſo doing. As Athanaſius 26+ 

alſo had done before him. 

Nazianzen ( n) indeed in his fambicks to (2 F0k2. 
Seleucus ( which ſometimes go under the Name** *7* 
of Amphilochius ) tells us that the controverted 
Books were in his time doubted of by ſome, 

Burt *tis plain rom the Verſes, under his own 


* The Council of Leodices ( Can. 5g. ) forbids reading 
Pſalms of private Compoſuion or Uncanonical Books in the 
Church, and commands, that only the Canonical Books of the 
Old and New Teſtament ſhould be read there. And then 
adds ( Can, 60. ) Theſe Books of the 014 Teſtament ought to 
be Read, Geneſis, Exodus, ©cs And of the New, theſe, 
the four Goſpels, &c. Reckoning up all thoſe which we 
count Canonical, cnly leaving out the Revelation, Now 
the difficulty is, whether the Revelation be left ont, as 
a Book that is not Canonical, in the Judgment of the 
Council, or as a Canonical Book, which is not fit to be 
Publickly Read, becauſe not intelligible by the generality. 
For my part. I muſt ſay, that I cannot determine this 
Queftion either the one way or the other. For fince 
the Fathers have not expreſly declar'd themſelves, they 
might, for ought we can tell, leaye it out as a Book 
which they thought not Canonical ; or they might leave 
it out as a Canonical Book, which could not be rightly 
underſtood by Common Hearers. For thus the Church 
of England does not Read this Book in the Leſſons, for 
that very Reaſon, but only ſome ſmall Portions, inſtead 
of the Epiſtles, on ſome peculiar Feſtivals. And thus alſo 
ſhe Reads no part at all of the Canicies upon the ſame 
account, and yet has aſſerted both the one and the other 
to be pact of the Canag, in the Thirty Nine Articles. 


Name, 
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(o) P. 98- Name, (o) concerning the Genuine Books of Scri- 
pture, that he receiv'd them all, the Revelation 

@) F. 24. only excepted. And it appears too by (p) St, 
Jerome , that when he Wrote his Letter to 

| Dardanus, ſeveral of the Latine Church rejected 

the Epiſtle to the Hebrews, and ſeveral of the 

Greek the Revelation. But he declares poſitive- 

ly, that he own'd both for Canonical, becauſe 

moſt of the Ancients had done ſo before him, How- 

ever the Council of Laodicea being admitted 

into the Code of the Univerſal Ch, and 
afterwards more lolemnly ratity'd, anong 0- 

(9) 4. C. thers, in the firſt Canon of the (4) Fourth 
45% .. General Council, ſho:s plainly riat both rhe 
Eaſtern and Weſter» Chvrches did then receive 
of that all the Pieces mention'd above, for Canonical, ex- 
Council, p. cepting, the Kevelation only ; and what opinion 
400. they had of that, we can't Judge trom this Argyu- 
ment, becauſe the Laodiceaz Fathers had ſaid 
nothing of it in their laſt Canon. When i 

was firſt Univerſally receiv'd is not very eaſ 

to decide. Certain it is from the Sixteent 

(r) 4. C. Canon of the Fourth Councel art (r) 7 oledo, tha 
633- there were very many then, at leaſt in Spain 
who rejeted it. And certain it is from t 

ſame Canon, if we may believe the Fathers wh 
compos'd it, that it had been declar'd formerl 

part of the New Teſtament by many Counci 

and Synodical Decrees. But the Names 0 

thoſe Councils, which had aſlerted the Divin 
Authority of this Book, are not there ſet down; 

and therefore 1 muſt Ingenuouſly confeſs tha 

I can't tell what Synods the Fathers had an Eye 

(5) 4. Cti. to therein, beſides that of (s) Carthage, whic 
419. reckons the Apocalypſe by Name, among the 
Canonical Books of the New Teltameng. For 


» Or mm «og 


at 
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as to the Famous Decree of the Roman Council 

under Gelajius, 1 ſuppoſe that was not forg'd 

till ſome years after the Fathers at Toledo made 

that Canon which we are now conſidering, 

However, it is Evident that many of the moſt 

Primitive Fathers acknowledg'd the Revelation 

to be (t) Divine, and Written by St. John the ) WA 

Apoſtle; it is Evident too from what has been {5 po 

above alledg'd, that Athanaſius, Jerome, and XxV, 

and Rufinys receiv'd it, and appeaPd to the 

Ancients as their Warrant for ſo doing, We 

have ſeen likewiſe that it was own'd by Epe- 

phanius, and acknowledg'd as Canonical by a 

Synod at Carthage. It was admitted alfo for 

ſuch by (x) St. Ambroſe, (y) St. Auguſtin, and ws J- 

many others of that and ſucceding Ages. But 7/73" 

whether the diffuſive Body of the Church, was) of 

ſo far fatisfy'd of its being Authentick, as to #ereſ. c, 

receive it every where for ſuch till it was Eſta- 30 

bliſyd by the Sanction of the Sixth General 

(z) Council, I ſhall not take upon me to deter- (2) A. G. 

mine. However, then the Controverſy ſeems 

to have been brought to an end, if not before. 

For the Fathers of that Aſſembly having re- 

ceiv'd, not only the Decrees of the Council of 

Carthage, but alſo ( which is more expreſs in 

the caſe ) (a) the Epiſtle of Athanaſius above. (4) £442. 

mention'd, did thereby own the Revelation to 

be properly Canonical, = the whole Church 
of 
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of that Age -|- (eſpecially the-Orientals among 
whom this Book had been moſt queſtion'd :) 
{batting to thew Authority, back'd with fo 
good F, vidence, This, as well- as tbe other con- 
rrowerted Dicces bad been, was afterwards rec- 
kon'd as a Genuine part of the. New Teſta- 
NI3CAT, 


| That the ,S1:72ys Read none of the Controverted 
Pigges in theic Churches, hbetides ths Epiitle ro the Hes 
Craws and thit of St, Jams, is Evident from the New 
Fctameut, which jeg22:is Vatriarch of Anrioch, ſent to 
be Printed in Euroy?, the laſt Century, and was attually 
Priated by 4 idman;iadius at Vienns .in the Year 1555» 
But whythcy co ia, may be a queſtion. It does not leem 
ro be hecawſe they ok upon the refit as not Canonical, 
for they have them too in the Syriace Tongue, as we 
may learn trom BÞ. {alten and 7, Sino», It 1 mav have 
leave to interpote my Conjequre, I ſhould think it 
Pt oceeds trom ts ice 3 | hat this, lfantlation 15 very 
An-ctext, aud was Crtiatmly made b-for? tbe conroveried 
Boors wer? Untierfailly ; { and thcir Leiffonartes or 
Rubricls adapted to it, And having no other Vertion 
made, t:l! many years After, of the reſt of the Catholick 
Epiltles znd the 4cuclation, they would not alter the 
old Te f7ynaries ( when they bad one ) as they mult have 
done, it they ha'l taken ia the other Pieces. 1 his may 
be judg q a fon thing, and fo it is ; but not half fo 
fond and contrary to common Senſe, as what is practis'd 
by the Nowiazi{cs, thele very Syrizns, and ſome others 
Of fl F atcern Churches. For the Scriptures having been 
of old Tranſlat:d inio the Lang uages of Particular 
Countrics, that they might be unc F-rftood by the Com- 
men Yeople as wcll in the Uublick Service as in their 
[;ivate Keeling, they ftill continue ( ſo Superſtitious 
re they in obterving an old Cuſtom) tro Kead rhem and 
"rate thetr {itwgirs in Latine and the Ancient 
Tongues of the Places {yccified, though they are now 
erewn quite out of ule, and the Unlearned underftand 
{ one word of: theme 
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That theſe Books were not every where ad- 
mitted upon their firſ# appearing, ſhows that 
the Church did not proceed raſhly and care- 
leſly in the caſe. And that they were every- 
where admitted afterward, ſhows that there was 
clear Proof and Evidence on their behalf, and 
therefore they have been ever ſince joyn'd to 
the reſt of the Books, which we eſteem Canoni- 
cal, The caſe of thoſe Spurious Pieces, which 
were thruſt into the World under venerable 
Names, was clear contrary. They flouriſt'd a 
little and made a ſhow, when they firſt came 
abroad, but after a while, not being able to 
ſtand a ſtrict Examination, vaniſh'd and fell 
to nothing ; ſo that little has been left of moſt 
of them, beſides their Names, for many Ages. 


( 3. ) There haye been always in the Church, 
beſides thele, other Writings that were call'd 
Eccl:/aaſtical. Such under the New Teſtament, 
are the Works of the Ancient Fathers, which 
have ever been look'd upon as uſeful and of 
good Authority ( though not infallible as the 
Canonical Scripture is, ) being generally com- 
pos'd, not only by Pious and Learned Men, 
but alſo by thoſe, who liv'd in, or near, the 
Primitive Ages of Chriſtianitv, and conſequent- 
ly had better opportunities of being acquainted 
with the Doctrin and Practice of the firſt 
Preachers thereof, then we have. And among 
theſe, they have always been eſteem'd of the 
greateſt Authority ( if their CharaQter was 
anſwerable upon other accounts ) who flonriſh'd 
and wrote neareſt the times of the Apoſtles. 
Of this ſort is ( that which is call'd ) the firſt 
Epiſtle of Clemens to the Corpathians , which 

(4 3 though 
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though Euſcbius tells vs was of ſo great Eſtima- 
(6) Eeccl. tion (b) as to be Read Publickly in ſeveral 
ane . 3+ Churches, yet he (c) excludes it from the 
AL ,, Canon. And ſo he does the Paſtor of (d) Her- 
c.25, Mas, which both he, and (e) Athanaſius and 
(4) Ibid. Rufus, acknowledge to have been Read roo, 
[-] tbe gpenly in ſome places, yet they all joyn in 
je” 4.4 Taiſing, it no higher then an Eccleſiaſtical Piece. 
n.1.of is Which 1 theretore remark here, becauſe we 
Settion, ſhall find our Author hereatter making a great 

ſtir with theſe two Treatiles. 


( 4. ) Several * Spurious Writings were alſo 
Publiſh'd very early in the Church, under the 
Names of the Apoſtles and other great Men 
of which our Author has given a large Cata- 
lozue. Theſe were for the moſt part compos'd 

*by (f) < noflick and other Hereticks to main« 
tain and propagate their Falſe and Wicked 
Opinions, and ſome too were the Works of 
Zealous but Simple Catholicks. As for in- 
ſtance, the Travels of Paul and Thecla, the 
(£] Trex: Author of which, as (g) Tertulltan and (b) St. 
wie of TJerom inform us, wrote it out of Love to St. 
[þ) Tree. Paul. He was diſcover'd in the Life time of St. 
of  Eccleſ, Fobn , and by him Cenſur'd. Many of theſe 
Krir. in were found out to be Cheats aſſovon as they 
Luke. 


— 


* Thoſe Writings, which were Publiſh'd under falſe 
Names, were certainly Spuricur, But it is not neceflary 
to ſuppoſe that all, which the Fathers call'd Apocryphal, 
were of that fort, For the Title of Apocryphal is often 
applv'd to ſuch Anciens Books, as were no part of the 
Canon ; m-ny of which were certainly no Forgeries. Sec 
hereafrer $:0d, XXII, 
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came abroad, and others, not till after ſome 
years. However they were generally diſ- 
cover'd ſooner or later , ſo that of the For- 
geries of the firſt Apes, there is little remain- 
ing to our Times, except the bare Titles. 


Having premis'd thus much, I ſhall now 
proceed to conſider the Objections of our 
Author. 


I. Then he affirms (p. 52.) that ſeveral 
Spurious Books were quoted by the Fathers, as 
of equal Authority, with thoſe which we now 
receive, even by thoſe Fathers, upon whoſe 
Teſtimony the preſent Canon 1s Eſtabliſh'd. 
From whence, it is Evident, he would and muſt 
infer that thoſe Spurious and our Canonical 
Books ought to go together, and either be e- 
qually admitted or be equally rejected, ſince 
they are founded upon the ſame Teſtimony. 


To which I Anſwer, 


( 1. ) That the quoting other Authors in the 
ſame Diſcourſes, whereia we appeal to the 
Writings of the Sacred Volums, 1s no Evidence 
that we Judge them of the ſame Authority. 
For is there any thing more uſual in Moral and 
Theological Treatifes, then to Cite the Scri- 
ptures and Fathers and Philoſophers, and Poets 
too, ſometimes, Promiſcuoully, as there is Oc- 
caſion? And yet no Man in his Wits ever 
thought, that by ſo doing, theſe three laſt were 
declar'd as infallible as the firſt. How often 
have Tully and Seneca and Plato and others of 
their Rank, been quoted 2 Chriſtian Writers 
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in the ſame Diſcourſes, wherein they have 
fetch'd Proofs from the Evangeliſts and Apo- 
ſtles? And yet, 1 dare ſay, they never dreamt 
that, for ſo doing, they might be charg'd as 
making Tully equal to St. Fobn, or Seneca to ST, 
Paul. We quote Authors, not always as con- 
vincing Proofs of the Truth of what we de- 
liver, but ſometimes becauſe they expreſs them- 
ſelves handſomly, argue Pathetically, Reaſon 
cloſely, or to ſhow that others have been of the 
ſame Judgment with us, though at the ſame 
time we think them no more infallible then we 
do our ſelves. And after this manner, ( that I 
may come cloſe to our Authors Objection ) did 
Origen proceed, who is obſerv'd to have cited 
as many Apocryphal Writings as any almoſt 
of the Fathers ( though he produces generally, 
if we'l believe (z) a Learned Man , no- 
thing but what is profitable or uſeful from them) 
and yet he does not advance any of them into 
the Canon, but reſerv'd that Honour for thoſe 
Books to which it did belong, 


( 2. ) Though our Author affirms in this 
ObjeQion, that the Fathers quoted ſeveral Spu- 
Tious Books as of equal Authority with thoſe 
which we account Canonical, yet he gives us no 
proof thereof, ſince the bare Citing both to- 
gether is, as we have ſcen, no Evidence, Some- 
thing indeed he offers at ( p. 44. ) which 
ſounds like an Argument, and to that perhaps 
he may here refer, and therefore I have put it 
in the Second place, that I may allow every 
thing, he urges, its due force, 


II, Therefore, 
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IT.. Therefore, He looks upon the Fpi/He of 
Barnabas, the Paſtor of Fermas, the Epiſtles of 
Clemens Bp. of Rome, Polycarp 4 on. /onatits to be 
all Forperies ( þ. 43. 46. ) und yet oils ns ( p. 
44. ) that the Ancients pay d them the by beſt re- 
ſpetF, and reckow'd the four fir /k of them eſpecially 
gs good as any part of the New [ eflament. $0 
that the Teſtimony of the Ancients for the 
Canon of the New Teſtament ſeems to be of 
no valve, ſince, it wel believe our Author, they 
put Forgerics in the ſame Rank with the Books 
thereot, and eſteem'd them of the ſame Au- 
thority. 


( 1.) Towhich I Anſwer, That the Po fitive 
Charge of For zeries ſeems a little too confide! ar, 
at this time of day, upon ſo many Books at a 
clap ; molt of which have had a good Reputa- 
tion for ſeveral Ages, anq4 have been of late 
days juſtified and defended by the Pens ct 
divers of the firſt R2nk for Learning and Critt- 
ciſm. But our Author has no conſideration 
for that. The Writers of theſe Pieces were all 
(if we'l be perſwaded by him ) /gnorant and 
Superſtitious, whatever Opinion the World ma; 
have formerly entertain'd of the Knowl2dre 
and Piety of any of them ; and their Aſerrors 
Men of no Judgment and Underſtanding, who 
undertook a cauſe, which can't be- defended. 
For ſo we Read (p. 38, ) It's ghe'eaſre) task'in 
the World ( next to that of (hemi:14 the Ipnerance 
and Superſtition of the Writers ) to prove all the}: 
( and a great many more there reckon'd up ) 
Spurious, But I ſhall crave leave 'to ſay, that 
talking and doing arc very different 1hings, and 
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our Author will find it a more difficult Employ- 
ment to run down ſome of theſe Pieces, then 
It was to heap together a Catalogue of Writers, 
where ſo many Collections had been already 
made to his hand. Cloſe Reaſoning and Argu- 
ing are quite of another Nature, and what an 
excellent Talent he has at making out Forgeries, 
will eaſily appear to any one who ſhall take the 
pains to compare what he ſays in Anſwer to 
the Vindication of K., Charles the Martyr, either 
with the Book it ſelf, or the Reply of bus Learned 
Adver ſary. 

But however, let that be as it will, I ſay he 
extreamly wrongs the Ancients in the accuſa- 
tion he here brings againſt them, when he ſays, 
that they reckon'd the four firſt of theſe eſpecially, 
as good as any part of the New Teſtament, For 
( 1. ) Euſcbius was certainly as proper a Judge 
of what the Ancients held, as our Author ; and 
yet he plainly ſets the Books we mention'd 
( p. 1g. ) above all others, and makes them only 
to be Canonical in the Judgment ot the gene- 
rality of his Predeceſiors, And though the 

(t Se? Church in the days of (k&) Athanaſius, Epitha- 
or £4 7; +4 ns, &c. ifaw Reaſon to take ſome more Books 
places a- Into the Canon, then were admitted by Euſebius, 
bove cired yet. theſe, we are now conſidering, were ſtill 
SeZ. I'. excluded, as we may eaſily ſee in the Catalogues 
#n. t. , Pobliſnd by thoſe Authors. As to Barnabas 
Hit, 1, 3. 2nd Hermas, (1) Fuſcbius exprelly reckons both 
<. 2, Of them among thoſe which were judg'd Apo- 
(m) mn the cryphal.. (m) Athanaſius and Rufinus ſinck the 
piaces 4- latter into the Rank of Fceleſtiſtical Writers, 
bove cited. . 114 do not by Name indeed mention the for- 
mer, but however leaving his Epiſtle out of the 
Number of Canonical Writings, and __ 

the 
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the Ancients for what = do, plainly ſhow they 
knew nothing of any © theſe being made equal 
to the Books of the New Teſtament. (2.) 
+ The Arguments our Author brings to prove 
the Primitive Fathers look'd upon the four 
Treatiſes abovye-mention'd to be as good as any 


—  _— 


+ Our Author fetches « large compaſs in ſome of his 
References here, but however, having formerly made 
ſome remarks of this Nature, in Reading theſe Fathers, 
I may poſhbly be able to trace him in the Books he diretts 
us to, on this occaſion. I find therefore that Clemens 
of Alexandria ( Ed. Par. G, I. 1641. ) cites Barnabas, 
Stromat. 1.2. p. 373437$+396,040. © L. 5. £45713577» 
$78, —— Origen Cites him'l. 1. againſt Celſus p. 49» 
I, 3+ of Principles c. 2. f. 144. Edir. Par. 1522. 
Frenaus quotes Hermas,l.4.c.27 (not £3. as tis in our Au- 
thor ) p.370,--- Clemens quotes him,Strom.l.1.p.3 11,356. 
I.2.p. 260, — I.g. p.503 I.6. þ. 679. Origen 
quotes him, 1. 1. of Principles c. 3. f- 117. —— 4. 2.6. 
I. f. 124, = Comment. on Hof. G, L. p. 202» 
Now how fairly the Senſe of theſe places is repreſented, 
wiil appear from what follows. 

He tells us firſt ( p. 44. ) that Clemens of Mexandria 
and Origen quote the Epiſtle of Barnabas, as Scripture ; 
which is not rrue ( though if it was, it hgnity'd nothing : ) 
For in the places referr'd to, they cite it indeed, but 
under no ſuch Title. He ſays ( p. 45- ) that the Paſtor 
of Hermas is cited as Canonical Scripture , by Jreneus, 
Clemens of Alexandria and Origen. Jreneus indeed and 
Origen calls it Scripture, but not Canonical: That's our 
Authors addition. But Clemens does not {0 much as call 
it Scripture, in many of the Places mention'd, What 
foltows concerning the Epiſtles of Clemens, Biſhop of 
Rome, Polycarp and Ignatius, was needleſs. We not only 
grant, but aſſert that they have been eſteem'd by the 
Ancients, though not as equal to the Books of the New 
Teftament. And I doubt not but they'l continue in 
the ſame eftimation, notwithſtanding the mighty attacks, 
with which they are threatned by this vain boafter, 
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_ the New Teſtament, ate much too weak 
or that end, for which they are defigr'd. 
They are in ſhort rheſe three, ( 1.) That the 
Books are either quoted by the Ancients, or 
( 2. ) call'd by the Name of Scripture, or ( 3.) 
have been Publickly Read in Churches. Now 
that the bare quoting an Author does not raiſe 
him to an equality with the Writers of the 
Canon, has been already made apparcar in An- 
ſwer to the firſt Objection. And as to the 
Title of Scripture, though that be commonly 
attributed to the Books of the Old and New 
Teſtament, yet it is ſometimes us'd in a more 
large and Lax Senſe for any Religious Writ- 
ings, both by Ancients,and Moderns. For thus, 
it is evident from (») Eufebius, and own'd by 
Melchior Canus and Srxtus Senenſis, that Origen 
caſt all thoſe Books out of the Canon of the 
Old Teſtament, which are eſteem'd by the 
Church of England for Apocryphal, and yet in 
his (o) Third Homily on the Canticles, he ex- 
-preſly calls the Book of Wiſdom, Scripture ; and 
ſo he does the Maccabees in his (p) Second 
Book of Principles and the firft Chapter ; which 
( that I may remark that by the way) is the 
only place of all thoſe nam'd by our Author, 
where Origen gives that Title to the Paſtor of 
Hermas, and by joyning it in the ſame appella- 
tion with a Book which he expreſly aſſerted to 
be Apocrypbal, plainly declares that he did not 
intend, by aſcribing to it the Name of Scripture, 
to advance it into the honour and Authority 
of the Canon, Neither did Tertull;an without 
doubt, when in his Treatiſe of Chaſtity, (c. 10.) 
he calls the ſame Book of Hermas, Scripture ; 
for he cenſures and inveighs againſt it m6 
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ſame place, and tells us, that it had been con» 
demn'd by more then one Councel of the Ca- 
tholicks. Rufinus alſo in his Expoſition on the 
Apoſtles Creed, does not fſcruple the calling 
even thoie Treatiles, Scripture, which were for- 
bidden to be Read. in the Publick Aflemblies; 
And St. Aupu/ſtime, in his Work concerning the 
(4) City of God, tells ps there were many Fables (q) Z. 15. 
contain'd in thoſe Scriptures, which are calPd © 23» 
Apocrypbal. From whence, and from all the 0- 
ther Paſſages before-mention'd it is Evident 
that the Title of Scripture was apply'd by the 
Ancients to other Writings as well as to thoſe 
which they judg'd Canonical. And thus toog 
though our Church has caſt the Books of W:/ſ- 
dom, Tobit and Fecleſsaſticus out of the Canon, 
yet ſhe gives them the Appcllation of Seriptare, 
in the (r) Book of Homilies, and appoints part (r) 3d 
of them and other por» yphal Books to; be Read Serm. 4- 
in Churches, which is a clear proof that the $4#"® the 
Ancients, by doing the ſame thing, did not de- _— n 
clare the pieces, which they ſo Read, to be Ca- 6. 34. 
nonical or even as good as Canon. Serm, 4- 

And indeed 1 cannot but wonder how our £4/t 1do. 
Author could be guilty of ſuch a miſtake, as to P57; 
think that the bare Reading of a Book in the 1,2, ” 
Publick Aſſemblies was an Argument, that it 140. 
was cſteem'd part of the Canon, when 2ot on- 
ly the Conſtant Practice of our Church, but alſo 
the poſitive declarations of the Ancients them- 
ſelves do in expreſs words teach us the con- 
trary, For thus Rufinus in his Expoſition on 
the Creed, reckons up ſeveral Books, which he 
ſays were ſtiPd Eccleſiaſtical and Read Pablick- 
ly by the Ancients in the Church, but not ad- 
mitted as of ſufficient Authority to Eſtabliſh 
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or confirm Articles of Faith, The ſame is alſo 
affirm'd by St. Ferom, in his (s) Preface to the 
Proverbs, where he tells thoſe to whom he 
dires it, that the Church Read indeed the 
Books of Judith and Tobit and the Maccabees, 
but yet did not look upon them as Canonical ; 

and-ſo ( adds he) let her Read Eccle/ Gaſticus 
and the Book of H/iſdom for the Edification of 
the People , but not for the*proving of any 
Dodrines or Eccleſiaſtical Opinions. And thus 
much too we may gather from EFuſebius, who 


* (t) relates that the firſt Epiſtle of Clemens, 
"* Biſhop of Rome, was Read in moſt Chvrches, 
, and yet («) he plainly excludes it from being 


any part of the Canon of the New Teſtament. 
All which are evident demonſtrations, that it 
has been an uſual Cuſtom, not only of the 
Church of England, but alſo of Antiquity too, 
to have ſuch Books Read in Churches tor the 
Inſtruction of the Hearers in Moral Duties, as 
were never eſteem'd by them to be parts of, or 
equal to, the Canonical Scripture. 

What has been ſay'd, I ſuppoſe is ſufficient 
to ſhow that none of our Authors Arguments 
anſwer what he deſign'd, or prove that thoſe 
Fathers whom he quotes, look'd upon the Books 
above-mention'd to be as good as any part of 
theNew Teſtament. And therefore I ſhall deſire 
him,when he publiſhes his Hiſtory of the Canon, 
not to produce either them, or any other, as 
eſteem'd Canonical in the Judgment of Antiquity, 
only becauſe they were cited by the Fathers, or 
cad Scripture, or Read in the Church, For none 
of theſe Particulars prove it, as we have now 
made Evident. 


But 
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But it may be vurg'd, that, though none of VIL 
the places expreſly ſet down by our Author, do 
ſufficiently make out that, for which they are 
produc'd ; yet however there is a paſſage of 
Origen in reſerve which will do the Buſineſs. 

And that is in his Explanation of the Epiſtle 
to the Romans, ( c. 16. v. 15. ) where he tells 
us, that the Paſtor of Hermas is an uſeful Book, 
and , as be thinks, divinely Inſpir'd. He does 
ſay ſo indeed in that place, but then he does 
not tell us what ſort of Inſpiration he means. 
There have been different degrees of it in the 
Opinion of all Men, eſpecially of the Ancients, 
For thus Clemens of Alexandria ( who was 
Orizen's InſtruQor ) promiſes to Write (x) as (x)5179m- 
God ſhould inſpre bim. And he informs us too, +475: 
that the Philoſophers, who wrote Truth, did it 
by the (p) Inſpiration of God : and yet I dare ſay (y)Admon. 
never dreamt that either his own Writings or !? = 
theirs ought for that Reaſon, to be taken into," 
the Canon. And we know, the Divine Plato,” * 
Is a common Expreſſion. But 1 anſwer more 
direaly, ( 1.) That if Origen did look upon 
this Book as of Divine Authority, the Church 

in his time was not of the ſame Opinion. For 

himſelf (z) tells us, that there were thoſe who [3] Com- 
{lighted and rejected ir, and upon that account as = 
he queſtions whether he may venture to draw — "—_ 
a Teſtimony from it ; and (a) Tertullian aſſures jc, c,1, p, 
ns that it had been cenſur'd by every Conncil of g. 

the Catholicks. (2) I think it is plain, that, [4] 
Origen, whatever Character he may have oc qt, 
calionally given of this Book, did not judge it ow” 
any part of the Canon, becauſe in the beginning 

of the Philocalia, and particularly ( c. 6. 08 
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find him ſeveral times diſtinguiſhing the Books 
of the New. Teſtament into the Writings 'of 
the Evqugeliſts, and Apoſtles, Now 'tis certain 
that -the- Paſtor of Hermas can be reduc'd ta 
neither of theſe heads, and therefore in the 
Judgment of Origen * was not Canonical. If 
it be ask'd to which of theſe two Claſles we 
aſſign the Acts of the Apoſtles, I anſwer to that 
of the Evangeliſts, as being the Work of one of 
them ; and that Grizcn intended ſo to do, and 
have it reckon'd among the Books that were 
-_ of the Canon, is apparent from hence,'that 
e Wrote Homilies thereon, which neither fie 
nor any of the Fathers did upon Barnabas, Her- 
mas, Clemens or any other of the Eccleſaaſticd 
or Apocryphal Pieces under the New Teſta';ent) 
But we necd not ule any Argument in the caſe. 
Origen himieit expreſly aſcribes the 4s of the 
Apoſtles to St. Luke more then once, and reckons 
them by Name among the other Books of the Nen 
Teſtament, in his Seventh Homily on Joſhua ( |. 
156. ) where none of the -{pocryph.1l, none of the 
Eccleſaaſtical Books are joyn'd with them. 
However it may net be amiſs to add upon this 
occaſion, that if a ſingle Father, or two, have 
had a higber Opinion of a Book then it did de- 
ſerve, or 4 wrong, Opinion of the Author, this 
will not overthrow the Argument, upon which 
the Divine Authority of the Books of the New 


= 


* If we look into the Philocalia ( c. 1. p. 9.) we maj 
there obſerve that Origen does not ſpeak of the Paſtor 
of /Zermas with the ſame Honour and Reſpect, that bt 
does of the genuine parts of the Canon, 
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Teſtament is built. We look upon them as 
Divine and ſtrictly binding tro Obedience, be- 
canſe they were: either wrote or confirm'd by 
the Apoſtles of our Saviour, and- we believe 


that they were ſo wrote or confirm'd by them, - 


not upon the Teſtimonies, of one or two Fathers 
only, but of the whole Primitive Church, who 
were capable of Judging in this queſtion. Our 
Author prevaricates, if he'd perſwade us, that 
the Ancients form'd their Judgment in this 
matter, only upon the Tradition of one or two 
Perſons, or even of thoſe few Treatiſes of the 
Ancient Writers, which are now Extant. Theſe 
indeed they appeal to, and that juſtly, but be- 
fdes theſe, there were great Numbers more in 


being in thoſe days which ( (b) as well as the [5] See 


ſeveral Churches which were the depoſitaries of 
the ſeveral Epiſtles and Goſpels) they conſulted, 
and were from thence enabled to determine 
whether this or that Book was Gennine or no. 
If any one doubt this, 1 ſhall ſend him, as our 
Author does Mr. Blackall, to Dr. Cave, Du Pin, 
&c, where he may learn, that all the Works of 
ſome, and many Treatiſes of others, of the moſt 
Ancient Fathers, are now periſf'd, which yet 
were every where to be had in the days of Fuſe- 
bius, Athanaſtus, Evpiphantus and Rufinus and their 
Predeceſſors and by the aſſiſtance of which they 
and the Church in their times, judg'd rhe 
ſeveral Books of the New Teſtament to have been 
indeed wrote by thoſe Perſons, to whom we 
alcribe them, 


Tertul, 
Preſcript, 
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From hence it may appear, how trifling] tt 
and impertinent the Raillery is, which our Au-J q1 
thor (p. 57. ) fings upon the Council of Lasſ je: 
dicea, They were indeed the firſt Publickf ni 
Aſſembly, that we know of, which Eſtabliſh'd,}Þ wl 
by a Solemn Decree, the Canon of the Old and 
New Teſtament, ſuch as the Church of England 
now Embraces ( excepting only the Revelation) 
about the Year 360. This they were enabled 
to do, whatever our Author pretends to the 
contrary, by the Teſtimony of their Prede- 
ceflors. There was no need of a Particular Re 
velation, no need of Oral Tradition neither 
at that time, as he would Infinuate, The 
were numerous Books abroad in the Churc 
ſome of which are now loſt and ſome we ſti 
have. By the help of them they were InſtruQ- 
ed how to form a right Judgment, how to di- 
ſtinguiſh what was Genuine from what was Spu- 
rious ; moſt of this latter ſort alſo baving been al- 
ready diſcover'd and rejefted to their bands, as ts 
apparent from Euſcbius, Though our Author 
ſeems to have forgot that, when he was RefleQ- 
ing upon this Venerable Aſſembly. 


He urges (p.'47. ) that he can't under- 
ſtand, why the Writings of St. Mark and St. 
Luke ſhould be receiv'd into the Canon, and 
thoſe of St. Clemens Biſhop of Kome and St. Bar-ff be 
wabas excluded, by thoſe who look upon themy '*z« 
as Genuine, Since the two former were not 
Apoſiles, but only Companions and Fellow-La-f apo 
bourers with the ApoſHes, and ſo were the two we n 
latter as well as they. aſpir 
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In Anſwer to this, I ſball tell our Author, 
that if he had Read thoſe Books he pretends to 
quote, he might have found a reply to this Ob- 
jection before he made it. For in the begin- 
ning of that Diſſertation of Mr. Dodwell, from 
whence he cites ſo long a Paſſage, that Learned 
Man would have inform'd him ( Se&. 5. ) that 
the compilers of our Canon deſign'd only to . 
take in the Writings of the Apoſtles, whoſe 
Authority was unqueſtionable, and that they 
took in the Goſpels of St. Mark and St. Luke, 
not barely upon their own account, but upon 
that of St. Peter and St. Paul, whoſe Companions 
and Fellow-labourers they were, and * who 
atteſted their Inſpiration and Fidelity in what 
they Wrote. And this may be eaſily prov'd 
from the Teſtimony of the Fathers. For thus, 
Tertullian in his Fourth Book againſt Aarcion 
(c.5.) tells us, The Goſpel, which Mark Pub- 
liſtfd, is affirm'd to be Peter's, and that which was 
drawn up by Luke, is aſcribd to Paul. And we 
learn from (c) Euſebius, that both Papias and (c) Feet. 


Clemens of Alexandria atteſted, that the Romans #ift. 1. 2. 
C 15, 


* The Atteſtation of a Perſon, of whoſe Prophetick 
Pirit there was no queſtion, was one way of being cer- 
tity'd concerning the Divine Miſhon of a Prophet among 
the Fews, According to that Maxim of the Maſters, 4 
Propher of whom ſome orber undoubred Propher Witneſſeth thas 
be is 4 Prophet, u aſſuredly a Prophet, See Dr. Spencer of 
Vulgar Prophecies, c. 4. This ſeems to have been exatly 
the caſe of St. Mark and St. Luke, Their Writings were 
Authoriz'd and their Inſpiration thereby atteſted by the 
Apoſtles, who were undoubtedly inſpir'd, and therefore 
we may ſafely conclude, that theſe twy Evangeliſts were 
11rd likewiſe, 


I, D having 
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having prevaild with St. Mark to Write his 
Goſpel, what he had done was reveard to St. 

Peter by the Holy Ghoſt, who thereupon Ayu- 
thoriz'd the Work and appointed it to be 

Read Publick)y in the Church. And the ſame 

[4] L. 6.(4) Hiſtorian informs us from Origen, that St, 
& 25* FPailapprov'd and recommended the Goſpel of 
St. Like, + being drawn up principally for the 

. vſe-of the Gentiles, To which may be added 
[e<] Z.3.what herells us in (ec) another Place, that the 
4.24 three other Goſpels being brought to St. John, 
he Read them over and Perns'd them carefully, 

and whes he had fo done, juſtified what they 

had wrore and confirm'd the Truth thereof with 

his own Teſtimony. Though, for. Reaſons 

there ſet down, he thought fit to make another 
Relation of his own, and add thereto ſuch Par- 

ticulars as had been omitted by the others. The 

Atts of the Apoſtles ( as Mr. Dodwe!l obſerves, 

Se. 39. ) were probably wrote by St. Luke at 

the ſame time with the Goſpel or Hiſtory of our 
Saviour, and therefore fall under the ſame Con» 
ſideration. They were the Second Volum, 

Part, or Treatiſe of the ſame Book ( as appears 

from 4&s 1. 1.) and therefore though St. Luke's 

Name was not put to them, yet it was never 
doubted in the Church, who was the Author, 


—_— 


; + St. Ferom ( in bis Catalogue of Ecclefiaſtical Wrirers 
in Luke ) tells us, that many ſuppos'd that when St, Paw 
ſpoke of. his own Goſpel ( Kom. 2. 16. 2 Tim. 2. 8. ) he 
meant that of St. Zuke, And he informs us alſo before 
(in Simon Peter ) that the Goſpel according to St, Mart 
was ſay'd to be St. Peters ; That is, I ſuppoſe, Wrote by 
his Inttruttion, and with his Apyrobation, 


His 
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His Name was prefix'd to, learnt from, and pre- 
ſerv'd in, the firſt part, the Goſpel - from which 
the AGs ſeem afterwards to have been ſeparated, 
( though at firſt they went together ) for the 
convenience of the Readers, that ſo the Goſpels 
all making up one Book by themſelves ( as was 
uſual formerly under the Name of the Book of 
the Goſpels ) might be the more eaſily compar'd 
together. Now this makes a great difference 
between the Writings of theſe two Evangeliſts 
and thoſe of St. Clemens and St. Barnabas, though 
ſuppos'd Genuine. Theſe latter were never 
recommended or atteſted by any of the Apoſtles, 
and therefore could never expect that Reception 
and Authority in the V Vorld, which the others 
found, nor to have the ſame place in the Canon. 


IV. WeRead ( p. 56. ) in ſo many words, 
that there is not one /ingle Book of the New Teſta- 
ment, which was not refus'd by ſome of the Ancients, 
as unjuſtly Fatber'd upon. the Apoſtles, and really 
forg"'d by their Adverſaries, To which I anſwer, 
That either our Author Equivocates, in this 
Place, or aſlerts that which he can never prove 
to be true. For as I ſhow'd above ( p. 19, &c.) 
the four Goſpels, the Acts, thirteen Epiſtles of 
St. Paul, the firſt of St. Peter and the firſt of St. 
John, were all along admitted by the Catholick 
Church , and never , that appears, after a 
ſufficient Promulgation, oppos'd by any who 
held her Communion. The Hereticks indeed 
rejected, ſome, on2, ſome, other parts of the 
New Teitament, but to underſtand them only, 
by the Word, Ancients, exclulively of the Ca- 
tholicks, was certainly deſign'd to impoſe upon 
the unwery Reader, and can never be excus'd 

D 2 from 
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from foul dealing, ſince that Expreſſion is com- 
monly taken in another Senſe. 

But perhaps it may be here ask'd, why the 
Teſtimony of Hereticks, in a matter of FaQt, 
ſhould nor be as good as that of Catholicks, and 
why they may not be admitted as Wirneſles of 
what Books were or ought to be eſteem'd 
Canonical, as well as others. 

To this I anſwer ( 1. ) That the Catholicks 
gave clear and evident proof of the Truth of 
what they aſlerted, when the Hereticks could 

h give none that was of any value, For as we 
oy ove + ear trom (f) Trencus, (g) Tertullian and others, 
/s) 1. 4, Sl the Churches, which had been planted by 
gain/t the Apoſtles, and thoſe who held Communion 
Marc19m with them, were on their fide, Theſe all agreed 
<4: © in the Books, theſe all agreed in the ſame 
Fre/c4p1'9 Goſpels and Epiſtles, which they affirm'd, they 


"N 3 6. See 


tbe!-pleces Dad receiv'd in a certain ſucceſſion from the firit 
inþ/led on Age. The Tradition was every where the 


—_— ſame, as to the Books mention'd ( p. 19. ) and 
AY 
XXXIV. 


might well be eſteem'd undoubted, ſince they 
were no further remov'd from the Diſciples of 
our Saviour in the days of Jreneus, then we are 
now from our Grandfathers. The Biſhops and 
Churches of his time convey'd the Canon by 
Written as well as Oral Teſtimony to the next 
Ages, and fo enabled them to run down the 
Forgerics of Hereticks, as they had done before 
them ; who could not give. that Proof and 
Evidence for their Suppoſifiows , which the 
Catholicks did for their True and Genuine 
Writings. They could not-deduce them from 
the 
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the Apoſtles, fince (b)the Founders of the ſeveral (b)J-encus 
Seas, the Authors of theſe Hereſies, Forgeries {+ 3- © 4- 
and Corruptions, (as FYalentinus, Baſs!ides Rn _ 
Apelles, Marcion, &c. ) were much latter then ,.;.,;..- 
pe 3 pl b : 1 rej cript. 
they. And when application was made to the c, 29, 2. 
moſt Ancient Churches in the World, which Clem. 
the immediate Diſciples of our Lord had taught 4*x- 
in their own Perſons, or to thoſe which joyn'd 377 
in Communion with them, they all gave in their (;)j--n, 1. 
Teſtimonies both againſt the Books and Doctgin. 1. «. 17. 
And this brings me to a Secoad Argument, £0!.cum.!. 
( 2. ) (5) The Books which the Hereticks forg'd, ;: « - wo” 
contradidted that Dottrin which the Apoſtles Pk 
had taught in the Churches they planted. This c, 32, 38. 
was ſufficiently known in thoſe Ages ( which See 4/ſ» 
were at ſo little a diſtance from our Saviour ) £6. 
by the general Tradition of all the Churche: HR 
in the World And therefore thoſe * Books ;, —_—. 
were juſtly concluded Autheatick, that ( be- See theſe 
ſides good Teſtimony ) agreed with, and thoſe places out 
Suppoſititious, which were repugnant to, the 4 =" 
Dodtrin of the Apoſtles. ( 3.) Theſe Argyn- Ne LR. 
ments have been judg'd ſo convincing, that the e4 5» more 
whole Chriſtian World has given a Verdi on fuly here- 
their ſide, For the Dottrin of moſt of the Pri- «fer Scit. 
mitive Hereticks has appear'd ſo Monſtrous a 


_— —_ 


* Fuſebius (1. 3. c.25. ) tells us that ſeveral Books 
Publiſh'd under the Venerable Names of St. Peter, St. 
Thomas, St. Matthias, Gc, were and ought to be rejetted 
as Spurious, for this Reaſon ( among, others ) that they 
contain'd Dottrins contrary to thole which had been 
Tanght and Publiſh'd by the Apoſtles ; whence it was 
Evident that they were the Forgeries and Contrivances 
of Wicked Men, 
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and 
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and Extravagant, the Books, whick they forg'd 
ro aſſert ir, ſoill atteſted, that the one has now 
been rejected every where for many hundreds 
of years, and the other condemn'd and in a 
manner quite vaniſh'd, Whereas the DotdFrm 
of the Catholicks maintain'd it ſelf under the ſharpeſt 
Perſecutions, and their Books were preſery'd | when 
it was Death to keep them, and ſo both have been 
convey'd together to the preſent "time , not- 
withſtanding all oppoſition, 

W Our Author tells us again ( p. 56. ) That 
the Epiſtle to the Hebrews, that of St. James, the 
Second of St. Peter, the Second and T bird of St, 
Joha, the Epiſtle of St. Jude and the Revelation 
were a long time plainly doubted by the Ancients, 
And as it that had not been enough, he adds 
(Þ. 64.) that they were rejefted a long time by all 
Chriſtians, almoſt with Univerſal conſent. But to 
this I have ſpoken already ( p. 14, @c. ) and 
therefore think it neceſſary to add no more, 
by way of Anſwer, in this place, then what a 
Learned Man has ſay'd concerning the Epiltle 
of St. James, whick may with equal Reaſon be 
apply'd to all the reſt of theſe once controverted 


_ — CC CCC er es 


+ See the Paſſion of Felix, Biſhop of Tubyza in Africa, 
who was put to Death in the year 303, becauſe he would 
not deliver the Scriptures to be burnt, according to the 
expreſs Decree of Divcl:fien ana Maximian, the Em- 
perours, to that purpoſe, Many others alſo ſuffer'd on 
that account, and they, who, for fear of Death, did 
deliver the Scriptures to the Heathen, were called Tr 
ditores ( whence our Engliſh word , Traizors ) and fell 
nnder the Churches Centure, as is notoriouſly evident 
from the famous caſe of Ceci/ian and the Donatifhs. 


Pieces : 
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Pieces : Though the Ancients have been divided 
as ts this point, it is enough that the ſucceeding 
Ages, after a due ReflefFion on this matter, have 
found m Antiquity certain Ads, ſufficient 40 place 
them in the rank of the Canonical Books of the New 
Teſtament, and that all Churches m the World, 
bave, /mce that, receiv'd them as ſuch However 
before I diſmiſs this Objeion, it will not be 
improper to take a little notice of our Authors 
Ingenuity , and conſider with what truth he 
could affirm, that theſe Books were rejeded for 
a long time by all Chriſtians, almoſt with an unt- 
verſal conſent, The contrary to which will ap- 
pear Evident, if we produce thoſe, who own'd 
them ( during the time he ſays they were ſo 
rejected ) as the Genuine Writings of the Au- 
thors under whoſe Names they are now Pub- 
Iiſh'd and Read in the Church of England. 
The Epiſtle to the Hebrews, own'd as t. Paul's, 
by Clemens of Alexandria in his Stromata, 
(1. 4. p.514. ) -— by Origen in his Com- 
ment on St, John, ( G.L. To. 2. p.56. J— 
He affirmed, as we find in the Eccletaſti- 
cal Hiſtory of * Fuſebius (1. 6. c. 25. ) 
that many of the Ancients believ'd it to be 
' * It would have been an eaſy matter to have produc'd 
ſeveral Paſſages of moſt of the Fathers here alleg'd, to 
prove that they held the reſpettive Books, tor which they 
are quoted, Canonical, or Genuine Writings of thoſe 
Apoſtles to whom they are aſcrib'd. But T wav'd that as 
needleſs ; and thought one Teſtimony ſufficient to ſhow 
the Judgment of one Writer. Otherwiſz 1 could have 
brought more then Twenty Places of 0rigzn ( for Ex- 
ample's ſake ) to ſhow that he held the Epiftle to the 
Hebrews to have been Wrote by St. Paul, four or five 
from Clemens of Alexandria, &c. 1 could alſo have pro- 
duc'd other Authors, in whom Paſſages out of thele 
Pieces are made uſe of, without naming the Books, from 


which they are borrow'd; but that did not anſwer m 
delign, D 4 St. 


4o 


(k) See be- 
fore p.18. 
(1) F. 
Simons 
Critical 
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St. PauPs, Enſebius ( 1. 3.c. 3. ) fays it 
was rej2&ed only by ſome, and ſeems to 
haye admitted it into the Canon 
with the reſt, for his own part, ( l. 3.c. 
25, and 38. ) Sr. Ferome in his Epiſtle to 
Dardanus ( f. 24.) ſays that it was re- 
ceived by moſt of the Ancients, and quot- 

ed by them as Canonical Scripture, I don't 
produce the Teſtimony of St. Jerome up- 

on his own account, in this place, either 

for this Eprſtle or for the Revelation ;, but 
only as he informs us what was the be- 
lief of moſt of the Ancients in the caſe be- 
fore us. (k) The Ancient Syriack Verſaon 

has thisEpiſtle and(Naſcribes it to St. Paul. 

The + Fpiſtle of St. Tames, was own'd as that 
| + Some will have St. James, the Author of this Epiſtle, 


Hiſtory of to be a diftin& Perſon from the two Apoſtles of that 


the N, Teſt 


Part. 2. 
15. þ.140- 


Name. They ſay that there was a 7Errd, the Brother 
of our Lord and Biſhop of J:ruſalem and that be Wrote 
this Epiſtle. To which I anſwer ( 1.) That the Scripture 
no where mentions any more then two of this Name, 
and St, Pau! ( Gal. 1, 19. ) tells us expreſly, that James, 
the Brother of our Lord was an Apoſtle. ( 2. ) Clemens of 
Alexandria and Euſebius from him ( Eccl. Hift. I. 2. c. 1. ) 
reckon no more then two, one Fames the Son of Zebedee, 
and the other James call'd the Juft, the Brother of our 
Lord, who was alſo Biſhop of Jerujalem. The ſame is 
alerted by Epiphanius, ( Aereſ. 29. n. 3. ) and St. Jerome 
againſt Helvidius ( f. 10. ) So that lince there were 
but two, call'd by the Name of James, and both of them, 
Apoſtles, let which of them can, be the Author of the 
E piitle, it was certainly wrote by an Apoſtle, Though 
It 15 generally concluded to be that James, who was our 
Lord's Prother ( prebably fo {tiP'd, either becauſe the Son 
of Joſ-ph by a former Wife, or the Son of the Virgin 
Mary's Siſter, as St, Jerome will have it ;) for the other 
Jamzs, the Son of Zebedee was killd by #erod at the firſt 
planting of the Church. And therefore to this James, 
Fufnus exprelly alcribes it in his Expoſition of the Apoſtles 
Creed, calling him Apoſi/: and Brother of our Lord. See 
Er. Ceve's Lite of St, James the Leſs, Apoſtles, 
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Apoſtle's, by Origen ( in his Eighth Ho- 
mily on Exodus, f. 43. ) —— Euſebius 
( in his Eccleſiaſtical Fkſtory, I. 3.c. 25. ) 
ſays it was approv'd by many. The 
Ancient Syriack Verſion has this Epiſtle. 

The Second Epiſtle of St. Peter, own'd as his by 

Origen ( in his Seventh Homily on Joſhua, 
f. 156.) and by Firmilian of Cappadocia 
( in his Epiſtle to St. Cyprian, among the 
Epiſtles of that Father, Ep. $5. p. 220. ) 
Euſebius ſays the ſame of this as of 
the Epiſtle of St. Fames, and in the ſame 
place. 

The Second Epiſtle of St. fohn, own'd as that 
Apoſtles by Jreneus (I. 1. c. 13. p.95. ) 
by Clemens of Alexandria who wrote a 
ſhort Explanation of it, ( which ſeeat the 
end of his Treatiſe concerning, the Salva- 
tion of the Rich, Ox, Edit. p. 142. ) by a 
Council at Carthage ( in the year 256, 
among St.Cyprians T raQts.p. 24.2. ) Dionyſ1us 
of Alexandria mentions this Second and al- 
fo the Third Epiſtle as commonly aſcrib'd to 
St. John the Apoltle,in his time,about the 
year 260 ( Euſeb, Eccl. Hiſt. I. 7. c. 25. ) 
Euſebius ſays the ſame of this, as of 
the Epiſtle of St. James. 

The Third Epiſtle of St. Jolm. (n) Origen & ) "rag - 
allowes that both #t and the Second might $.yenth 
be admitted as the Apoſtles, and plainly zomily on 
acknowledges that many receiv'd both as Joſhua F. 
Genuine, when he ſays that all did not. 15** 
( See Euſeb. I. 6. c. 25.) Dionyſpus 
ſays the ſame of this, that he does of the 
Second ;, and Euſebius the ſame that he ſays 
of St. James's Epiſtle. 

T be 
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The Epiſtle of * St. Jude, own'd as his by Ter* | th 
tullian (1. 1. Of the Ornament of Wo- | w 
men , c. 3.) by Clemens of Alexan« | ri 
dria ( in his Pedagopue |. 3. c. 8. p. 239.) | th 
by Orzgen (in his Comment. on St. | A 
Matthew, Tom. 11, þp. 223. ) Euſebius ſays Þ 
the ſame of this , that he docs of Sr, | pc 
James. C: 

The Revelation, aſcrib'd to St. John the A- || le 
poſtte, by Juſtin 2. ( in his Dialogut | ft 


(o) See with Trypho. p 308. ) by (o) Jreneus | ha 
hereafter (1. 4. Cc. 37. Þ. 373. ) by Clemens of | Pi 
Set, XX. Alexandria ( in his Stromata l, 6. p. 667.) Þ ti 


by Origen ( in his Commentary on Sr. li 
Matthew, Tom. 16. p. 417. ) by Ter- | C 
tullian ( 1, 3. againſt Marcion c. 14, and W 
23. ) By St. Cyprian ( in his Treatiſe of | w 
the Benefit of Patience ) to Jobs, with- Þ w 
out any Epithet; who quotes this Book, 8 H 
| believe, a hundred, times. St. Jerome 
in his Epiſtle to Dardanus ( f. 24. ) ſays 
that it was receiv'd by moſt of the -/ncients, | 
as Canonical, and that they cited Teſti- p! 
monies from it as ſuch. 
From what has been here alledg'd, I ſuppoſe 
it is evident, that there were thoſe ( many of 


* That St Jude was an Apoſtle is evident from the my 
firſt Verſe of his Epiſtle ; for there he ſtiles himſelf, she an 
Brother of James. And that there was &4 Jude or Judas gr 


( for both are the ſame in the Original ) the Brother of th 

James, among the Apoſtles, appears from St. Luke 6. 16. th 

and Ats 1. 13. He is calld Lebbeus whoſe Surname was ef 

Thaddeus by St. Matthew ( c. 10. v. 3. ) the reaſon of Y 

which ſee in Dr. Cave's Hiſtory of his Lite. Ic 
thoſe 
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thoſe, and they very conſiderable Perſons too ) 
who are now known to have own'd the Antho- 
rity of the controverted Books, | even before 
they were generally receiv'd by the whole Church. 
All the Reflection I intend to make upon it, 
ſhall be only this, that we may certainly ex- 
ped a very accurate and impartial Ziſtory of the 
Canon from our Author, who takes not the 
leaſt notice of. all theſe Places, but notwith- 
ſtanding them and others of the ſame Nature, 
had yet the confidence to ſay, that theſe ſever 
Pieces were rejected a long time ( even in that 
time, wherein the Authors I have now quoted, 
liv'd ) by all Chriſtians, almoſt with univerſal 
Conſent. Such as have a mind, may take his 
word for it, it they pleaſe. Burt, I believe, few, 
who ſhall conſult the quotations produc'd above, 
will admire him either for an exa& or faithful 
Hiſtorian, 


But however, before 1! proceed any further, 
I mult obſerve that I find him here in a com- 
plying humour, and becauſe he is ſeldom fo, I 


LOI 


+ It muſt be here alſo remembred ( what was obſerved 
before Sett. 1V, n. 1.)that Athanaſius and Kuſinus appeal 10 
the Ancients for theſe Pieces, as well as for the reft of the 
New Teſtament, and do it after ſuch a manner as informs 
ns, that they found /o many of their Predeceſſors citeing 
and owning them for Authentick, and upon ſo good 
grounds, as made them too, without ſcruple, acknowledge 
them all for the Genuine Writings of thoſe to whom 
they are aſcribed, And this ( 1 mean the Teſtimonies of 
the Ancients, both Particular Fathers, and Churches ) was 
undoubtedly the ground upon which they« were at 
length received every where. 


think 
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think my ſelf oblig'd to take notice of it. For 
he acknowledges ( p. 57.) that theſe ſeven Pieces 
are now receiv'd ( not without convincing Ar gu- 
ments ) by the Moderns, Thus far is very well; 
and I ſhould have been glad to find our Author 
ſo frank in his conceſſions, if what he grants, 
had not been attended with a ſting in the Tail, 
For it follows, Now I ſay, by more then a parity 
of Reaſon, that the Preaching and Revelation of 
Peter ( for Example ) were receiv'd by the An- 
cients, and ought not to be rejeed by the Moderns, 
if the approbation of the Fathers be a proper recom- 
mendation of any Book. The ſhort of the Buſt- 
neſs is this; that, in our Anthors Opinion, 
there's more reaſon to look upon the Revelation 
and Preaching of St. Peter as Canonical, then the 
Seven Pieces above-mention'd, which are now 
embrac'd by the whole Church as ſuch, We'll 
try if you pleaſe,and turning back to p. 22, con- 
ſider what Teſtimonies are there brought to 
prove theſe Treatiſes, which bear the Name of 
St. Peter, to have been formerly eſteem'd Gen- 
vine. 

Firſt, for his Revelation, we find that it's 
quoted by Clemens of Alexandria ; mention'd 
by Euſcbius, St. Ferome, and Sozomen. All this 
I grant, but then muſt beg leave to add, that 
none of theſe Writers, excepting the firſt, will 
do our Authors cauſe any manner of Service, 
For Euſcbius and St. Jerome expreſly declare this 
Piece ( as alſo the Preaching too ) to be Spuri- 
ous ; and Sozomen aſſures us, that though it was 
indeed Read in ſome Churches of Palejti:ne once 
in the yezr, yet the Ancients abſolutely judg'd it 
a Forgery. 


AS 
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As for the Preaching of Peter, Clemens of A- 
lexandrial own, quotes it ſeveral times, and he's 
the only Perſon I can allow that does as much as 
ſeem to favour our Author in the preſent con- 
troverſy ; excepting only Damaſcen, whom I 
have not at hand, and therefore can't ſay what 
his Opinion might be. Origen ſays not a word 
of it in the Preface to his Treatiſe of * Princi- 
ples, ( as is pretended.) He does indeed in his 
14th Tome on St. John, but then he conſiders 
the Paſſage there alledg'd as an ObjeQtion urg'd 
by Heracleon, and is very far, as any one may 
perceive, from owning the Authority of the 


Book. LaGantius (pþ) tells us ( in the place 7) &- 4 
cited ) that the Apoſtles Petty and Paul Preach'd © *** 


at Rome, and deliver'd ſeveral Prophecies a- 
gainſt the Jews, which were kept in Writing 
and confirm'd by the Event. But he does nor 
ſay, that the Book wherein they were preſerv'd, 
was call'd the Preaching of Peter, neither does it 
any other ways appear that ſuch Prophecies 
were contain'd in the Book now before us, and 
therefore his Teſtimony ſignifies nothing to the 
queſtion in hand. As for the Diſcourſe concern- 
mg the Baptiſm of Hereticks, among, the Works 
of St. Cyprian, | grant the Preaching of Peter is 
there quoted, if we'll allow the conjecture of 
Ripgaltius Þ, that Paul is by miſtake ſer for Yeter, 


—— 


* The Dotrin indeed of St. Peter is mention'd there, 
but rejetted as an Apocryphal Book, neither Wrote by 
him, whoſe Name it bears, nor by any Inſpir':| Perſon. 

+ I could nor but ſmile here at the inzenuity of our 
Author, in his contrivance to multiply Teſtimonies for 
Spurious Preces, For he alledges ( p. 32. ) this Writer 
to p"ove there was a Book calPd the Preaching of Sr. Pav!, 
becauſe it is atuzky /o in the Text. And he quotes the 
very ſame place ( p. 23. ) for the Preaching of Ss, Per-r, 
becauſe Kigalrius correils it {0 in his Nets, fos 
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for *tis Paul in the Text. But what will our 
Author get by this Conceſſion ? Truly very 
little; he may put it all in his Eye and ſee never 
the worſe. For that Writer ſays politively, 
that the Compoſer of the Preaching of Peter was 
an Heretick, and proves it too by good Argu- 
ments. $0 that after all, * we have the Teſti- 
mony of one ſingle Father, and an obſcure 


Ay 


* IT ſay we have the Teſtimony but of one fingle Fa- 
ther for any Authority of theſe Books ( for the Reading 
one of them once a year in an obſcure Church or two, 18 
a mean thing ; ſee above Se. V7.) And yet under what 
notion he quotes them does not appear 3 much leſs 
what Authority he aſcribes to them. He no where tells 
us that he look'd upon the Prezcbing and Revelation of St. 
Peter to have been Wrote by himſelf and upon that ac- 
count to be Canonical. He might take them for Kccleſia- 
ftical Pieces, and ſuppoſe ( which yet was an Errop ) that 
the Writerof them gave a true account of ſome Diſcourſes 
of that Apoſtle. As he does in his Treatiſe, concerning 
the Salvation of the Rich, furniſh us with ſome Paſſages 
concerning St, Jobn, which Euſebius has transfer'd into 
his Eccleſeaſtical Hiſtory, It can by no means be prov'd 
that this Father judg'd thefe Fieces part of the New 
Teſtament, becauſe be quotes them. It was the cuſtom of 
the Ancients ( as well as Moderns ) to cite Writings, 
which they knew, nor to be Canonical, as well as thoſe 
that were. This is ſufficiently Evident, and St. Jerom 
takes Particular notice of it.in his Epiſtle to Dardanus, 
And theretore till there be very good proof to the 
contrary, we ought not to believe that St, Clemens differ'd 
fo very far trom the reſt of the Fathers, as to advance 
thoſe Pieces into the Canon, which they generally re- 
ted for Spurious 3 but rather conclude, that he eſteem'd 
them ar beſt-no more then Ecclefiaſtical. And ſo Euſebius 
ſeems to athrm concerning him and them. See here- 


-—— Se, X/X. However the caſe be, ſee before Sef. 
VII, 


Church 
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Church or two in Paleſtine only, for any Au- 

thority of theſe Books, and what Authority they 
deſign'd them, we cannot tell, and all the reſt 

of the Catholicks of thoſe times, and before 

them, and ſince ( as far as appears) rejeted 

them as Forgeries ; and if we may make an Eſti- 

mate of the whole by the Fragments, which yet: 

remain, *tis evident they were the Forgeries of 
Hereticks. For in the (q) Preaching of Peter, (4) See 
we Read, that the Jews Worſhipp'd Angels, and _ 
Archangels and the Months and the Moon. Which $,,9m. 1-6, 
they are charg'd with doing, not when they p. 635. 
fell into Idolatry, but in the ordinary Practice 0rig. Tom. 
of their Religion, We are told alſo (r) that 14-9» Fob 
Jeſus acknowledg*d bimſelf guilty of Sin, and was F) Tree 
in a manner compell'd to ſubmit to the Baptiſm of riſe of 
John, by bis Mother, againſt bis will, &c. which Bapr. of 
are groſs and - notorious falſhoods. And the #ere:. 
Revelation of Peter informs us, that (s) abortive #* Jet 
and expos'd Infants are committed to the condut# G2 — 
of a Guardian Anpel, who may inſiru and edu- trafs our 
cate them, and ſecure their Happineſs after they of Thedox, 
bave ſuffer d ſuch things as they ſhould bave en- P+ 396, 
dur'd in the Body ;, that they ſhall be as thoſe who a 
bave been faithful bere for a bundred years ;, that 

flaſhes of fire ſhall break from theſe Infants, &c, 

with more of the ſame Nature. Now whoſo- 


| —_— — _ 


+ There is another paſſage, that does not ( methinks) 
found well, quoted by Clemens, out of the Preaching of 
St, Peer, in the fixth Book of his Stromarz ( p. 678. ) 
where we are told, that the Prophets nam'd Feſus Chriſt 
in expreſs words, Whether this can be fairly reconcil'd 
with Truth, I ſhall not determine, but leaye to the 
Readcr's Judgment. 


cver 
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ever ſhall conſider this, and call to mind the 
perfe& ſilence of the Scripture in ſuch Curioſi- 
ties, will eaſily conclude that theſe diſcoveries 
had the ſame Original with the Whimſical 
Fancies, which the Gnoſticks Publiſh'd to the 
World about that time. 

The caſe therefore of the Books call'd, the 
Preaching and Revelation of St, Peter, is, in a 
Word, this. They contain'd falſe and Extrava- 
zant Dottrin, have no Body on their fide at all 
but one Father and ſome unknown Churches of 
Paleſtine ( whoſe juſt opinion of them we know 
not, ) and were univerſally rejeted by the 
whole Body of the Catholicks beſides, as far as 
we can Judge at this diſtance, Now let's turn 
the Tables, and we ſhall find the whole Chriſtian 
World agreed that there is nothing in the Seven 
Pieces, which we have now under conſideration, 
repugnant to the reſt of the Scripture ; that 
even at that time, when they were doubted of 
by ſome, they were yet receiv'd by maxy others ; 
among, whom were ſeveral of great Piety and 
Learning ; that Athanaſws, Rufmus, and others 
vouch the Authority of the Ancients to prove 
that they were and ought to be judg'd and ac- 
counted Canonical ; that ſince that , Councils 
and the whole Church have receiv'd and own'd 
them for Genuine, and if, after all this, our Au- 
thor will ſtill ſay, that there's more reaſon to 
receive the Preaching and Revelation of St. Peter, 
then the Pieces we are now examining, into the 
Code of the New Teſtament, he may ſay ſo, if 
he pleaſes; but I believe hel mcet with but few 
that are of his Opinion, 
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VI. To ſhow hell leave no Stone unturn'd to 
expreſs the favourable Opinion he has of the 
New Teſtament, our Author brings in Celſus a 
Heathen ( p. 6o. ) as a Witneſs againſt the 
Chriſtians, who exclaims againſt the too great Li- 
berty they took ( as if they were drunk) of changing 
the firſt Writing of the Goſpel, three or four or more 
times, that ſo they might deny whatever was urg*d 
againſt them, as retrated before. Our Author 
ſomewhere complains of the Clergy for their 
harſh Language, and violating the Rules of De- 
cency and Civility in their Writings, But cer- 
tainly there are ſome caſes, wherein it is very 
difficult to forbear a little ſeverity of Expreſſion, 
And this I take to be one of them, which I have 
now before me. To ſee a Man, who profeſſes 
himſelt a Chriſtian, rake up the Objections, nor 
only of the groſſeſt and moſt Profligate Here- 
ticks, but even of the very Heathens, and make 
uſe of them to run down the moſt Ancient and 
Venerable Monuments of our Religion, mighr 
eaſily raiſe a Paſſion, juſtihable by the ſtricteſt 
Rules of Morality. Eſpecially when we find the 
ſame Perſon fo reſolutely bent on doing all the 
miſchief that he can, as to take not the leaſt 
notice of the anſwer, which 1s to be foond. in the 
ſame piace from whence he drew his ObjeRtion, 
For this ObjcQion is quoted by our Author from 
the Second Book of Origen againlt Celſus ( p. 
77. ) and there he might have found this ag- 
ſwer too, that they were the HeFeticks, the Mar- 
cionites, the Valentinians, and the Luct.miſts (lomg 
of whom alſo (t) Trencus and (4) Tertull;y 
poſitively accufe of the ſame tricks) who we:e 
ep iy of theſe Preyarications. For which the 
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Catholicks were no more anſwerable then the 
Church of England was for the Murther of Charles 
the Firlt, 


VII. ToCel/us, in the ſame Page, our Author 
joyns the Manicheans ( fitly enough I confeſs ) 
who ſhew'd other Scriptures and deny'd the Genuine- 
neſs of the whole New Teſtament. 

Whether will not Men go, or what will they 
nct do, to ſerve a deſign? He knows, or at 
leaſt might know, that the /fanicheans were as 
Extravagant and Whimſical a fort of Hereticks 


Py .aS any that troubled the Chriſtian Church. They 
F 144 ls - 


held, as (x) Eprpb:nius informs us, That there 
were two Sujrene Gods, the one, a good, the other, a 
bzd one ;, that they were always at War with one 
enotper ;, that Manes was the Holy Ghoſt ;, that the 
Sou!s of Men, after their deceaſe, ſhould paſs into 
the Boilies of ſuch Beaſts as they had Eaten when 
they were alive, or be united to thoſe Trees which they 
had plinted ;, that the Sun and Moon were Ships, 
which convey d tie faithful of their SeftF to Heaven, 
and that rhe Light of the Moon depended on the 
number of the Sovis in it, which, when ſhe was full, 
ſhe emptied into the Sun by degrees, and ſo grew dark 
again. Theſe things they belicv'd, or at leaſt 
maintain'd, with Twenty more of as abſurd a 
Nature. And now, I pray, what does the O- 
pinion, which ſuch as theſe had of the Canon, 
ſignify? They could find nothing in the Books 
of the Catholicks, wherewith to juſtity their 


(w)s. 4g. Notions,and therefore (w) rejected their Autho- 
Jreatije efriry, and made vie of others for their peculiar 
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414+. oarins. But our Author might as well have 


ſer vp the Alchoran in oppoſition to the New 
Tejlament, and for ſo doing have alledg'd the 
Judgment 
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Judgment and Teſtimony, of the Turks. For 
laying aſide the Name, they ſeem to be eyery 
jot as good Chriſtians as the Manicheans. 


Here our Author brings in two Paſſages from 
Fauſtus the Manichee, to ſhow that He and thoſe 
of his Se& rejected the whole New Teſtament. 
Thar they did fo in effe&F, is evident and un- 
doubted ; for they made it of no Authority, by 
refuſing to be concluded by Arguments drawn 
from thence, pretending that it contain'd many 
Errors, which had been foiſted into the ſeveral 
Books thereof, by the Tricks and Cheats of ſuc- 
ceeding Ages, long after the Deaths of the A- 
poſtles. They maintain'd it was full of Corrup- 
trons and Falſsfications. And therefore Fauſtus 
boaſts (y) that the Manichean Faith alone ſecur'd 
the Profeſſors thereof from all danger of Hereſy, 


Si 


(9) Sr. 


Auguſt, 
4g 4init 


by inſtructing them not to believe every thing Fauſius 
which was written in the Name of our Saviour, but t. 15. ©. 2+ 


to try whether what they Read to have been taught 
by bim, was really true, ſound and uncorrupted. 
For ( as he goes on) there are many Tavres 
mingled with the Wheat, which an Enemy, during 
the times of Nitht and Darkneſs, has Sown and 
Scattered in almoſt all the Scriptures, for the infe(F- 


ing and poiſoning the good ſeed, And again, 
(z) he asks the Catholicks, What reaſon they bid ** 
to think it ſtrange, if be, ſcleting thoſe Paſſages 


out of the New Teſtament, that were moſt pure, ang 
conduc*d to his Salvation, ſhould fiing apy all the 
reſt, which bad been fraudulestly convey's 3129 1t 
by their Predeceſſors and ſullzed $he Natrut Beauty 
and Majeſty of the Truth ! This was their con- 
ſtant Practice ; when they wers prels'd with 
any Texts, which they could not reconcile £4 
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their fond Opinions, they without more ado 
ſighted their Authority, affirming the Teſti- 
monies produc'd againſt them, were forg'd and 
no part of the Doctrin deliver'd by our Bleſſed 
Lord and his Apoſtles, And therefore St. 

(4) 7. 13+ Auguſtine (a) accuſes them, as receiving the 

a. oirpers Scriptures only for faſhion's ſake, while by affert- 

Cel $eb.32s; » 

c. 19, ing them to be ful/afied and corrupted, they per- 
tettly detracted from their Authority ; that 1s, 
if I underſtagd him aright, they pretended, up- 
on occaſion to have a deference for the New 
Teſtament, whereas really they had none. For 
they charg'd it with Corruption, and acknow- 
ledg'd nothing as an Article of Faith, purely be- 
cauſe contain'd in the Books, and upon the war- 
rant, thereof, but becauſe they judg'd it true up- 
on other accounts, and for this Reaſon were 

(5) L. 33- willing to own that it (b) mipht poſſibly have 

kd been deliver'd by Chrift or his Diſciples. 

And therefore I readily joyn with our Au- 
thor, and acknowledgd that the Manichees really 
rejected the whole New Teſtament ; not only 
becauſe there are ſeveral pallages of Fauſtus, 
which plainly intimate as much, but alſo becauſe 
St. Auguſtme himſelf ſeems clearly to have un- 
derſtood them in that Senſe. For thus we learn 

(<) £+ 32+ from him, (c) that theſe Hereticks affirm'd 

Cc, 10s. . ' 
their Paraclet AZanicheus had taught them, that 

£4) See the the Scripturcs ( even (4d) the Scriptures of the 

St > New Teſtament, reccivd for Canonical by the 

Chimer, Catholicks ) were not the Works of the Apoſiles, but 

wrote .by oth:rs mm their Names. And we Read 
again how the ſame worthy Teacher had in- 

oP = 3* form'd them, (e) that the Evangelical Writings, 
row..1ls part of witch they refusd to admit were not th: 
ile end, ipoſtics, And accordingly we ſhall obſerve ” 
a1 
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and by, that this Father was ſo ſenſible, how 
far theſe miſerable Hereticks had been ſeduc'd 
in this matter, that he thuughr himſelf con- 
cern'd directly to anſwer this ObjeQion, and 
prove againſt his Adverſary Fauſtus, that, what- 
ever he and his Party pretended, the Goſpels 
and Epiſtles, admitted by the Catholick Church, 
were Genuine and Authentick . 

That therefore we may allow our Author, 
and his Objettion againſt the Canon. of the ew 
Teſtament, drawn from the /Manicheans, all the 
fair play that can be deſir'd, I ſhall ſtate the full 
Senſe thereof in the two following Propoſiti- 
Ons, 


(1, ) The Books of the New Teſtament were 
not wrote by the Apoſtles or Apoſtolical Men, 
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XV. 


of reports, Traditions , and Hiſtorical Me- _—_ 
moirs, 6 


( 2.) Whoever they were that drew them * 


up , they falſified and corrupred the pure 
Doctrins of Chriſtianity, by inſerting ſeveral 
Errors and contradictions among the Truth. 
And therefore the Manichees admitted the Books 
juſt ſo far and in ſuch particulars as they judg'd 
them true, and rejefted the rei as of no value. 

This is the urmoſt force, which can be put 
into the Objeftion ; and we'll now enquire in 
the next place, what St. Auguſtine return'd by 
way of Anſwer. 


Firſt, then, to prove that the Writings of 
the New Teſtament were Genuine, and that the 
Evangeliſts and Apoſtles were the real Authors 

E 3 of 
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(f) but drawa up ſeveral years after them out (f) See S. 
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of thoſe Pieces, which bear their Names, he 
thus reaſons with Fauſtus and his Followers. 


* (z) O unhappy and wretched Enemies 
*© of your own Souls! Tell me, I pray, what 
© Books can ever be judg'd Authearick, if the 
© Evangelical , if the Apoſtolical Writings 
** don't deſerve to be ſo eſteem'd? How can 
*© we be ever certain of the Author of any 
* Treatiſe in the World, if thoſe Writings, 
* which the Church, planted by the Apoſtles 
* in all Nations, affirms and maintains to be 
* theirs, may yet be rejefted as falſe and Sup- 
** poſictitious; and inſtead thereof, others be re- 
* ceiv'd as really Apoſtclicat, which were 
** firſt brought to light by Hereticks, whoſe 
* very Maſters, from whom they take their 
** donominations, did not live till long after the 
* Apoſtles, and yet pretend to have known 
* better then the Univerſal Church, what Writ- 
© ings thoſe firſt Preachers of our Religion, left 
** behind them ? Conſider the caſe of ſeveral 
** Piec2s Publiſh'd about Secular and Human 
**© Learning. There are many of this ſort, 
** which appear under great Names, that are 
** yet juſtly rejeted by the Judicious, becauſe 
** they are by no means conliſtent with the Stile 
** and Genins of them , whoſe Names they 
** aſſume ; or have never, by ſuch as were cap- 
** able of knowing, been declar'd and acknow- 
"* ledg'd to be the Genuine Works of thoſe to 
* whom they are aſcrib'd by the Ignorant. Do 
& not. Phyſicians, for Examples ſake, reject the 
* Authority of divers Treatiſes, which fly a- 
* broad under the Name of Hippocrates ? And 
** though there may perhaps be ſome reſemblance 

* 
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* in Thought and Expreſſion , yet notwith- 
*. ſtanding that, they condemn them as Spuri- 
& ous, becauſe they fall ſhort of the real Perfor- 
* mances of that great Man, aud have no ſuffici- 
*ent Evidence to prove their being Genuine, 
* And for thoſe, which are indeed his Works, 
© Whence is it that the Learned conclude they 
© belong to him, whence is it that thoſe, who 
* ſhould queſtion the ſame, would be Jlaugh'd 
© at, not refoted, but only becauſe a conſtant 
* Tradition, from his Age down to the preſent 
** days, has atteſted them ? And he that ſhouid 
© pretend to doubt of a matter, eſtabliſh'd by 
** the continued ſucceſſion of ſo long a time, 
* would be accounted mad er diſtracted. 
* Whence do Men learn that the Books of 
* Plato, Ariſtetle, Cicero, Varro and other Avu- 
* thors, are indeed of their compoſing, bur be- 
* cauſe they are ſo inform'd by the Teſtimonics 
* of ſeveral Ages, ſucceeding and following one 
* another? Many too have Wrote largely 
* concerning Eccleſiaſtical Aﬀeairs, not indeed 
© with Canonical Authority, but with a deſire 
* of profiting others or themſelves, How 
* know we to whom any of theſe Diſcourſes is 
** to be aſſign'd, but only irom hence that their 
* reſpeQtive Authors acquainted others with 
* what they Wrote at the time when they firſt 
* Publiſh?d the ſame, from whom it has been 
* convey'd by ſeveral hands ſucceſſively to the 
** preſent time, ſo that, without any doubting 
* or heſitation we can, when examin'd con- 
* cerning any particular Diſcourlie, tell pre- 
* ſently what to anſwer? Bur why do | inſiſt 
** upon thir.gs long ſince paſt > Conſider what 
* ;s now betore us. Behold here the Treatiſe 
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© of Fauſtus:; behold my Anſwer, If any 
© ſhowld in future times enquire, which way 
*© they might be aſur'd, that I Wrote the one, 
* and Fauſtus the other, how could they be in- 


'* form'd of the Truth, but only by appealing 
'* to the Tradition, whick had, from thoſe who 
*© were our contemporaries and knew what we 
* did, been tranſmitted to Poſterity > Since 
*© then the caſe is plain and evident, and & 
* ſteem'd ſo by all the World, in other Writ- 
* ings, why ſhovld it not be ſo in thoſe of t 
« Apoſtles? Who is. there ſo blinded wi 
* Madneſs, and Poſſeſs'd with the Malice of de 
* ceiving and lying Devils, as to aſfirm that t 
* Church has not the ſame ſecurity for t 


** that ſo many Wirneſſes of the greateſt Faith 
** fulneſs and Inteprity, that ſuch an unanimo 
** Number of Brethren in all Places, agreein 
* in the ſame aſſertions, ſhould conſpire to i 
& poſe upon the World with falſe Pieces ? 
** that the Churches, which derive their ſucceſ- 
* fion in a continved line from the Apoſtle 
* ſhould not. have their Books likewiſe convey'd 
* to them, with as certain and ſteady a Tradi 
** tion, as 1s that upon which we admit Eccleſia 
** ſtical or Prophane Writings? And again in 
another Place, © You that raiſe ſo many ſcruple 
* about the Authority of onr Books, How will 
* you juſtify the Epiſtle of MManicheus (b) and 
© prove that it was Wrote by him? If any 
* ons ſhould contradict you in this matter, and 
** boldly affirm that it was none of his, but 2 
** down right Forgery, what would you reply! 
** Would yon not be ready to laugh at the con 
* fident Talker, would you not tell him, tha 
cc it 
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*© it was Impudence and Dotage to move any 
* doubts concerning that, for which you had 
* the ſucceſſive Teſtimony of ſo many Perſons 
** from the days of your Paraclet? And have 
* not we the ſame too, nay one of a much 
* larger extent, for the Books of the Apoſtles ? 
* If it would be Ridiculous and Impertinent, 
* to queſtion whether the Pieces of your Ma- 
* zicheus be Genuine, is it not much more ſo, 
© to doubt of the Apoſtolical Writings? And 
* are not you to be derided, or rather to be 
* pitied, who raiſe ſo many difficulties about 
* them, which are Eſtabliſh'd upon the Au- 
© thority of ſo large and diffuſive a Teſtimony, 
* through the ſeveral Ages and places of the 
* Church, from the days of their firſt Au- 
* thors ? 

Thus does the learned Father anſwer the firſt 
Objection, by producing thoſe grounds and rea- 
ſons, upon which the Catholicks embrac'd the 
Books of the New Teſtament as Authentick 
and Genuine. 

We proceed now to the ſecond ObjeQion, 
which was, that whoever the Men were, which 
drew up the Books of the 'New Teſtamenr, 
they falſified and corrupted the pure Doftrins 
of Chriſtianity, by inſerting ſeveral Errors and 
Contradictions among, the Truth. Now it 
having been already prov'd, that theſe were 
really the Writings of the Apoſtles and Apoſto- 
lick Men, we have nothing elſe to do but re- 
preſent the Reaſons St. -uguſtine alledges to 
ſhow, that they neither were nor could be Cor- 
rupted, nor yet had any Errors or ContradiQi- 
ons inſertcd in then. 


Ls 
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That they were not falſified or corrupted, he 
(i) L. 32. thus argues, © (5) You pretend to prove that 
e. 16 © Afanicheus is the Paraclet or Comforter from 
« ſome Paſſages in our Books, which yet you 
* ſay have been corrupted, What would you 
** reply, if we ſhould retort the charge upon 
you, and affirm that you had falſifiyd them in 
thoſe Particulars which concern your Para- 
clet? I ſuppoſe, you'd tell us that we ac- 
** cus'd you of a thing impoſſible, becauſe the 
** Books were in the hands of all Chriſtians be- 
fore, and you might eaſily be convid of falſe 
dealing by numerous and more ancient Copies. 
** We ſay the ſame too, and urge that thoſe 
Arguments which are alledg'd, to ſhow you 
are Innocent in this matter, prove alſo that 
& no Body elſe did or could corrupt them, 
For whoever ſhould firſt ſet about ſuch a 
thing, would quickly' be confuted, and the 
Impoſcure be diſcover'd, by conſulting other 
Copies, of which there is a great multitude, 
** diſpers'd over all Countries and in all Lan- 
** guages : ſo that ſuch an attempt would be 
© equally ſilly and impoſſible, 

And that there might be no Cavil, upon the 
account of little miſtakes to be obſerv'd in ſome 
Copies, the Father adds —— © For even in 
** our days ſome Errors of the Tranſcribers 
** are uſually corrected, either by the aſſiſtance 

«* of more ancient Books or other Languages. 
To this he had ſpoken more. fully before, 
(I) L. 11... (k)< If there happen any diſpute concerning 
*** < the exaQneſs of Copies, as to the various 
& Readings, which are but few in number and 
* ſufficiently known to the Learned, we have 
© recourſe-to the Books of thoſe Countries 
«* from 


<c 
<«c 
cc 
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® from whence we receiy'd our Copies and Re- 
* ligion together, and are willing they ſhould 
© determine the Controverſy, Or it there 
&* ſtill appear any difference, the greater num- 
* ber of Copies ought to be preterr'd before 
* the leſs, thoſe which are moſt Ancient to 
« thoſe of a later datc, and the Original Lan- 
* guapges to all others, Thus do they pro» 
*© ceed, who, when they meet with any difticul- 
© ties in the Holy Scriptures, ſearch and ex- 
* amine things with a deſire to be inſtructed, 
* not merely to cavil and diſpute. 

As to the ContradiFions and Errors, which 
Fauſtus pretended are to be found in the New 
Teſtament, St. Auguſtine goes through all the 
Particulars of the Charge as they are urg'd by 
his Adverſary: But I ſuppoſe, it will not be 
expected that I ſhould do fo too, that is none of 
my buſineſs. The Charge contained in the 
Paſſages, produc*d from Fayſtus, by or Author, 
is conceiv'd in general terms, and it will be ſuſſi- 
cient for me, 1t thereto I return the Summe of 
the Father's General Anſwer, which is this, —- 
that, ** Since the Scriptures are Books of ſo 
© great Authority ( that is, clearly prov'd to 
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have been Wrote (1) by the Followers of our (!) L. rt, 
Lord, and by no means wiltully Falſified or <- 6. 432. 
Corrupted ) ©*©* we ought to Read them out of © 1533» 


& 4 Principle of Piety, not Contention ; we © 7 


** ought to uſe the greateſt Induſtry and Ap- 
* plication in the ſtndy of them, and rather 
& accuſe our own Dulneſs, Negligence, or want 
* of Apprehenſion, then blame thoſe Excellent 
* and Divine Writings, when at any time we 
* can't underſtand or reconcile them. 
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There remains but one Particular more to be 
examin'd at preſent, and that is urg'd above in 
the Words of the Seventh Objettion, where we 
are told that the Manicheans, not only deny'd 
the Genuineneſs of the whole New Teſtament, 
but alſo ſhew'd other Scriptures. 

It is not eaſy to determine what Books are 
here more eſpecially deſign'd by this Expreſſion, 
Perhaps our Author may intend thereby, the 

(m) Epi- various Treatiſes Publiſh'd (-) by AManicheus, 

_— or the four Pieces, long before Written by (n) 

who on” Seythianus , who liv'd about the time of our 

(n) 16, $, Saviour, and was indeed the firſt Author of moſt 

2. of the Extravagant Opinions, afterwards Pub- 
wy aſlerted and maintain'd by the Mant- 
checs. 

But becauſe there is place for doubting, [ 
think it fair and reaſonable to take this Paſlage 
in ſuch a Senſe, as ſeems to me moſt ſerviceable 
to the delign our Author is here carrying on, 
and ſhall therefore ſuppoſe he eſpecially intend- 
cd ſome Books, that were ſpread abroad in the 
Apoſtles Names, diſtint from thoſe acknow- 
ledg'd by Catholicks, which are all comprehend- 
ed in the New Teſtament. 

= — That the Manichces had ſnch Pieces is ſuffici- 
(0) L. 22, ; : 

again} ently evident from St. Avguſiine, who tells us 
Fauſlus c. (0) that they Read Apocryphal Books, drawn 
759- _ up by certain Forgers of Tales , under the 
op rg, Names of the Apoſtles. And again, (p) that 
13.6, 6.-... hey receiv'd ſuch Scriptures for ſincere and 
z. 33. c.5, Genuine, as were rejected by the Eccleſiaſtical 
Ireatiiſo Canon. Such Scriptures therefore theſe Here- 
geinſt A- ticks certainly had, differeat from thoſe of the 
- - of Catholick Church; and by the aſſiſtance of 
Hereſies, them, they endeavour'd to ſupport thoſe Er- 
Nun, 46. TONEOUS 
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roneous and falſe Dodrins, which they em- 
brac'd. 

But before I proceed any farther, I think my 
ſelf here oblig'd to take notice, that our Au- 


thor (q) in his Catalogue, mentions an Epiſtle of (1) P+ 20. 


Chriſt to Peter and Paul, and vouches for it the 
Twenty Eighth Book of St. Auguſtine againſt 
Fauſtus, Chapter the Thirteenth : which may 
perhaps make the unwary Reader believe, that 
ſuch an Epiſtle is there ſet down, as part of the 
Scripture receiy*d by, and peculiar to, the 4a 
nichees. 

But I muſt tell him, ( 1. ) That there are 
but five Chapters in all the Twenty Eighth Book, 
and therefore the citing the Thirteenth is a 
miſtake. ( 2.) In the Fourth Chapter, where 
the Father ſpeaks of an Epiſtle of our Saviour, 
there 1s not one word to intimate that it was 
Wrote, or pretended to be Wrote, to the two 
Apoſties above mention'd. ( 3. ) Neither in- 
deed could there be. For it would be Evident 
to any one, who ſhall ſeriouſly conſider the 
Place, that St. Auguſtine is there arguing againft 
the Xanichees for pretending they would rather 
believe the Teſtimony of Chriſt concernins 
himſelf then any of his Apoſtles. To which, 
the Father replics, that ** Our Saviour Wrote 
* nothing, and therefore, it we'll believe auy 
Relations concerning him at all, we mult be- 
« lieve thoſe which were drawn up by his Dit- 
« Ciples ; that if any Epiltle or other Piece 
* ſhould be now produc'd in his Name, Men 


« brought it to light, whence it was that it had 
« not hren before acknowlets,'d, Rex, Cel 
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« brated eyery where in the Church, from thef Or. | 
* days of the Apoſtles? And that thereforeſ whic 
« jt would be a prodigious want of conſidera-fj to bt 
« tion to admit that for an Epiſtle of Chriſt, 

* which a Manichee ſhould perhaps pretend { 
to be at this time of day, and nor aſlent ty 
« thoſe things as done or ſay'd by him whid 


« are related by St. Matthew, &. Whence uf mg 
is apparent, that the Manichees had not a&ualhili £ 
produc'd any Writings in the Name of our Savkſf of t 
our at that time ; and if they had, the ſauniff Te/ 
Argument would have overthrown them, whiclifj Pra 
St. Auguſtine urges againſt thoſe Pieces whicli Rez 
were ſhelter'd under the Titles of the Apoſtlegſ g' 
For certainly, as he tells Fauſftus, If there Writ tho 
ings had been Genuine, if they had taught no for 
thing but what was agreeable to the Truth {an 
(7) 1. 22. (7) They would have been own'd and a& jeC 
® 79+ © knowledyg'd by thoſe Holy and Learned Men tl 
« Who liv'd in the days of their pretended Av 10 
« thors, and been by them and ſucceeding Aga] fui 
« receiv'd among the Books, which were ac} ſte 
* counted Canonical, and ſubmitted to as an in A! 
** fallible Rule of Faith and Manners. To this} 10 
effe& he preſſes theſe Hereticks in one place; bs 
(s) 1. 28. and jn (5) another he thus beſpeaks them, — T] 
Cc. 2 Tou produce a Book perhaps, which bears the Name 
of one of the Apoſtles, who were really choſen by ou 00 
Lord, where you Read that Chriſt was not born of | 1 
Virgm. It ts undoubted that either your Goſpel a of 
ours muſt be falſe, and which do you think in you by 
Conſciences it is moſt reaſonable to believe * Shall] 


not | aſſent ro a Book, which the Church, that was} £1 
begun by Chriſt, and carried on every where by bis | 
Apoſtles m a certain order of Succeſſion to theſe days, tl 
bas receiv'd and preſery'd from the beginning i} V 

Or 
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Or. ſhall-I give credit to a Piece produc'd by you, 

which the ſame Church rejefFs as utterly unknown 

to ber,, and was at firſt brought to the Publick view, 

iſt. (t) by Men ſo few in number, if compar'd with C) + 13- 
| the whole Body of Chriſtians, and of ſo little © 5 
veracity, as that they are not aſham'd to cbarge 

our great Maſter bimſelf with falſhood and deceiv- 

mo 2 


mg + 

Sad thus 1 have gone through all the Parts 
of the Argument againſt the Canon of the New 
Teſtament, drawn from the Opinions and 
Practices of the Manichees, and furniſh'd the 
Reader with the Anſwers, which St. Auguſtme 
gives to every Branch thereof, This our Au- 
thor, if he had ſo pleas'd, might have done be- 
fore me ; for the Replies are found in the very 
ſame Treatiſe from which he fetch'd his Ob- 
jetions, And 1 ſhall appeal to himſelf whether 
this be an ingenuous and fair way of proceed- 
ing, to revive an old weather-beaten Cavil, and 
furbiſh ir up with a great deal of Pomp and O- 
ſtentation, as if it was able to run down a whole 
Army of oppoſers, when yet he neither was 
nor could be Ignorant, how all the force of it 
had been ſhatter'd and broken in pieces above a 
Thouſand years before he was born. 

But perhaps our Author will tell me, as he 
does Mr. Blackball in the caſe of the Eikon Baſs- 
like, that he is of another Opinion, that he knew 
of theſe Anſwers indeed well enough before, 
but paſſed them over in ſilence, becauſe he judged 
them inſufficient. If he'll venture his Reputa- | 
tion on ſuch a Reply, I cannot help it ; though 
I would adviſe him as a friend, to offer any 
thing elſe rather for his Juſtification. For the 
World will not 'twice be impoſed npon by the 

ſame, 
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ſame trick ; and ſince, for inſtance, after all 
his Labour and ſhuffling, the Teſtimonies of 
Mrs. Gauden and Doctor Walker will not be re- 
conciled, which he had pretended might be done 
with a wet Finger, Men will he ſo ſurly and 
ill natur'd, as to think, thar it is ſomething elle, 
and not the weakneſs of an Argument, or 
Anſwer, that makes him ſay nothing to it. 

But to let that paſs at preſent, 1 proceed to 
remark how upon this occaſion we are told ( p. 
63. ) that the Adverſaries of the Manicheans bad 
power enough to be counted Orthodox, And was there 
indeed no difference, good Sir, between the two 
Parties, but that? Do you indeed believe the 
Manichean Dotrin was true ? Do you believe 
the Exiſtence of two Sppreme Gods, a Good 
one and a Bad ? Do you believe the Tranſmi- 
eration of Souls, and the other Whimſies which 
were aſſerted by thoſe Brainſick Hereticks ? If 
you do, ſpeak out, and then we ſhall know ( as 
you expreſs it p. 49. ) where to have you, and how 
to deal with you, If you do not, is not this an 
excellent and very commendable way of pro- 
ceeding, to endeavour to draw your Readers to 
believe that of which you believe nothing your 
ſelf; and ro perſwade them that it was nothing 
but Power , which diſtingwiſh'd the Catholicks 
from the Manicheans, and made them be ac- 
counted Orthodox. This is the Eternal Clamour 
of this kind of Men. They'll have it to be only 
Power and Intereſt, which keeps us 1n the ac- 
knowledgement of the Catholick DoQtrin, and 
if it was not for that, they ſay we would quick- 
Jy forſake it. But, pray, Sir, ( not to inſiſt 
now upon the fury and violence of the Arians ) 


W hat Power had the Carholicks in the firſt 300 
years? 
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years What force had they then to compel 
Men to embrace their Do&rin, when they lay 
under the ſharpeſt Perſecutions, and were con» 
ſtantly expos'd to the Fire, te the Sword, and to 
other ſevere Tortures, themſelves? And yet 
even then, they ſtood up ſtoutly tor the Truth, 
and inflicted Eccleſiaſtical Cenfures on thoſe 
Hereticks who corrupted the Faith, and met to- 
gether in Councils, to condemn their Erroneous 
Opinions, even at the Peril of their Lives. This 
they did in the caſe of Paulus Samoſatenus, Biſhop 
of Antioch, They held two Councils there up- 
on his account ; the Biſhops when they heard 
his Opinion, that he aſſerted Jeſus Chriſt to be 
no more then a meer Man, came together from 
ſeyeral parts, as againſt a Spoiler and Deſtroyer 
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of our Lords Flock ( ſo Euſebius (a) tells us ) (a) Feet. 
and having firſt condemn'd his Doctrin, they #5. 1. 7, 
afterwards depos'd him and ſubſtituted another © 27: 


in his Place. Though he kept Poſſeſſion of the 
Epiſcopal Chair and Houſe for three years after 
the Sentence (as the Learned inform us ) by 
the Aſſiſtance of Zenobia Queen of Palmyra. 
And here I hope ( what our Author in his 
fleering way calls) Orthodoxy and Power were 
not on the ſame fide. Nevertheleſs the Fa- 
thers did not flinch for the matter, but though 
Zenobia aſſerted the cauſe of Paulus, yet they 
refus'd to Communicate with him as being a 
Convict Heretick, after they had ſufficiently 
prov'd him fo to be. 


VIII. We are told ( p. 64. ) that the Ebio- 
nites or Nazarens ( who were the olde/t Chriſtians ) 
had a different Copy of St. Matthews Goſpel ; that 
the Mu cronites bad a very diffcrent one 07 St. 

Luke's ; 


XVI; 
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Litke's;, that St. John's Goſpel was attributed to 
Cerinthus, and all the Epiſtles of St. Paul deny d by 


ſome, and a different Copy of thein ſhown by o- 


thers. 

Our Author has here jumbled a great many 
Hereticks together , and one Anſwer might 
ſerve them all, by referring to what has been 
already fay'd by way of reply to the Fourth 
Objection ( p. 35, @&c. Bur 1 ſhall diſtinguiſh, 
and give a different account of them ſeverally, 
that ſo we may underſtand how far each of them 
proceeded and with whar they are juſtly charge- 
able, and ſo give cvery one a Separate Anſwer, 
He tells us, that the Fbionites or Nazarens were 
the oldeſt Chriſtians. We'll lay the Name of 
Ebionites alde for a while, and ſhall grant what 
he ſays concerning the Nazarens ; for that in- 
deed was the common Appellation given by the 
Jews at firſt to all Chriſtzns, For thus we find 
Tertulus accoting St. Paul ( {Gs 24. 5.) as 4 
Ring-leader of the *c& of the Nazarens, But 
afterwards this Title was appropriated to a 
particular Fa&tion. Before the DeſtruRion of 

(b) Feel, Jeruſalem, ( as (b) Euſcbius and (c) Eprphanius 

Hit. 1.3:tell us,) all the Chriſtians, who were there, 
© 9+ _ being admoniſh'd from above, retir'd to Peſla 

(c) Hereſ, .O : .— , y 
25. Se4,7-4 City beyond Jordan, and by that means eſcap 

thoſe horrible Plagues, which tell upon the reſt 

of their Country-men. After the departure 

of the Koman Army, the greateſt part return'd 

(4) 1. 2.4.0 Jeruſalem, as we are inforn'd by (d) Euſebius, 

11, and there continued under the Goverament of 

the Biſhops of that Church; the Succeſſion of 

(ec) Her, whom we have ſer down by (e) Epiphanius, from 

65. 7, 29-St, James the Apoſtle to his own time. Tioſe 
Chriſtians, wizich ſtay'd behind: ar Pella, were 

ever 
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ever after, (f) as the ſame Author informs us, (/) #*- 
calld Nazarens, and differ'd from the Catholicks *%* ®* 7+ 


in this, that they thought themſelves ſtill 0- 
blig'd to Circumciſion and all the Rites and 
Ceremonies of the Moſaical Law. Out (g) of 
them ſprang the Ebionites, who, as we learn 


from (b) Eu ebius, were of two ſorts : One of (b) Fþ Js & 
them affirm'd that onr Saviour was really the 27. 


Son of Jojeph, born of him and Mary, as other 
Men us'd to be of their Parents. The other 
aſſerted his Miraculous Incarnation from a Vir- 

in, and yet maintain'd, that he was a meer 
Man abſolutely denying his Divinity. We 
ſee then, how our Author equivocated when he 
told * us the Nazarens were the oldeſt Chriſtians. 
Thoſe indeed whom Tertullus, in the A&s, calld 
by that Name, were ſo ; but not thoſe, among 
whom the Ebionites ſprung up, and who joywd 
with one or other part of this Seq, and there- 
fore, as Euſebius, in the place now quoted, tells 
vs, were all calld promiſcuouſly by that Name 


* Of the Nazarens mention'd in the As, St. Paul was 
ſay'd to be a Ring-leader, But theſe Nazarens, of which 
we are here ſpeaking, deteſted him as an Apoſtate, 


F 2 though 
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G) Com- though the more Moderate fort were | (5) alſo 
par*Euſeb. often call?d only Nazarens. Theſe ſtill adher- 
f 3-©27-jng to the Jewiſh Law, as we aboye obſerv'd, 
phan. reje@ed all the Epiſtles of St. Paul, calling him an 
Hereſf. Apoſtate an4 Deſerter , and receiv'd only the 
29-7. Goſpel according to the Hebrews, ſlighting all the 
reſt, as Euſcdins there further relates. The 
Goſpel according to the Hebrews was, as WE 
(t) Zereſ. may learn from (k) Epiphanius and (1) St. Jerome, 
Fn 4:.9-,the Goſpsl, of St. Matthew in Hebrew, but yet 
th; lextnſt with ſeveral interpolations and additions of 
giars 1. 2. 
in the be. == 0 — 
ginning, 


+ Both ſorts of Ebionites, as Fuſebius tells us ( 0. 3. c 
27.) adhered-to the Inſtitutions of tk Law of Moſes, 
and ſo ſays Epiphanins ( Hereſ. 29. #. 7. ) did the Naze- 
rens, among whom the ſame Author acknowledges ( Heref, 
30+ 7. 1,2, ) the Ebionites ſprang up and tooktfrom them, 
lome of their Opinions. *Tis plain therefore that the 
Nazarens ( who agreed with them in many of their 
Dottrins ) were on? ſort of the Ebvionites, ſince elſe we 
cannot make two. Epiphanius indeed ſeems to ſay ( Here, 
29. 7. 7. ) that the Nazarens receiv'd ali rhe New as well 
as the O14 Teſtament, But he owns there, that he had not 
a perfe& account of their Tenents, and *'tis Evident he 
was miftaken in this particular. For ſince he affirms in 
the fame place, that they ftriftly adher'd to the Molaical 
Law, they muft rej? the Epiſtles of St, Paul, which des 
clar'd againft the Obligation thereof, And that there 
were two ſorts of Ebionites, which agreed in this matter, 
Origen (1, 5. againſt Celſus r. 274+ ) affirms, as well as 
Euſebius ;, an'l allo tells ns before ( 1. 2. p. $6. ) that the 
Fews calld all thoie, who cleaving fiili to their Rites 
and Ceremonies, own Feſus tor their Methah, F5:omres, 
And therefore lince the Nagarers did fo, they were un- 
doubtedly ſom-rimes call d by that Name, as well as other 
times by that of Nez:-:1v, 


their 


New Teſtament Vindicated, 


their own, * though without making any al- 
terations in what they found in the Authen- 
tick Copies before, The other Party, more 
properly call'd._ Ebionites, corrupted the Goſpel 
of St. Matthew in ſeveral Particulars, took a- 
nay the Genealogy of our Saviour, and alter'd 
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it in other Paſlages, as (m) Epiphanius teaches (0) #*re/. 
0s. Beſides, they only admitted the Books of 3©* "* '3* 


Moſes and Joſhua of the Old Teſtament, reject- 
ing all the Prophets, deriding and curling David 
and 'Solomon, Elijah, Eliſha, Eſay, Teremy and the 
reſt, wherein they were pertealy diſtinguiſh'd 
from the Nazarens, who own'd and eſteem'd 
them all. However both Parties, as we have 
ſeen, agreed in this, that they rejected all Sr. 
PauPs Epiſtles, deſpis'd all the other Goſpels, 
and receiv'd only that of St. Matthew, which 
they had more or leſs alter'd with their iater- 
polations. 

And now are not theſe excellent Witneſles 
for our Author againſt the eſtabliſh'd Canon ? 
Do not they effeRtually prove, that the Epiſtles, 
we have under St. Pau/s Name, are falſly a{- 
crid'd to him, who ( as we above obſery'd ) 
inveigh'd againſt St. Paul himielf, as a Deſerter 
of the Law, as a Cheat and Impoſtor; and in 
contempt, as Epiphanius farther remarks, us'd 
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* Epipbanius in the Place juſt before cited tells us 
that they had the Goſpel , according to St. Matthew, 
complete and entire ; therefore it was neither murilzred 
nor corrupred, And St. Jerome in divers places mentions 
ſeveral Hiſtoricai Paſſages that are not in onr Goſpel 
thence it appears they made additions. 
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to call him, the Man of Tarſus, and would needs 
have him, though born a Jew, to be a Gentile 
Proſelyte. They rejected not the Epiſtles, but 
becauſe they rejected the Apoſtle himſelf and 
his Doctrine. When ovr- Author tells the 
World he does fo roo, I may think my felf 
oblig'd to defend our Religion againſt him, 
and theſe Judaizers, whom we are now conlider- 
Ing. 

At preſent, my buſineſs is only to aſſert that 
our Canon is Genuine, and the Books, which 
we receive, the true Writings of thoſe to whom 
they are aſcrib'd. This the Ebionites deny'd 
not, but endeavour'd to run down the Writers 
themſelves, and ſince they had ſo little Chriſti- 
anity as to attempt that, 1 think, I may ſafely 
ſay, there can be no difficulty in determining 
whether the Copies of St. Matthew, which they 
kept, or that which was preſerv'd by the whole 
Catholick Church beſides, onght to be look'd up: 
on as Authentick, 

We muſt diſtinguiſh here between the Copy 
of the Nazarens, and of the Ebwonites ſtriftly 
ſo cald. The latter had corrupted and alter'd 
and interpolated the Goſpel according to $t. 
Matthew, and therefore their Copy was juſtly 
ſtiYd Spurious. But the Goſpel according to 
the Acbrews, which the Nazarens embrac'd, 
contain'd no alterations ( as was above ob- 
ſerv'd ) of what St. Matthew Wrote, but only 
the addition of ſome Hiſtorical Paſſages: that 
had been gather'd from Oral Information or 
Tradition , and were added in their proper 
Places, to preſerve them and make the ſtory 
more full and compleat. Several of theſe might 
probably be true, and therefore, when not mY 
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tended to be Wrote by St. Matthew, onght not 
to be calPd Spurious or a Forgery. Canonical 
indeed they were not, becauſe not the Work 
of the Apoſtle, as appears from all the Copies 
of the Catholicks ; but they might deſerve the 
Name of Ecclefiaſtical Hiſtory, and under that 
notion be quored ( with Caution) as well as 
any other Writing of that Nature. 


It follows, the marcionites bad a wery different XVII. 
Copy of St. Luke. No doubt of it. He might 
have added too, that theſe were the Men, (n) &) Fren. 
who ſhow'd a different Copy of moſt of S:. PauPs ©: 4 mg 
Epiſtles, that is, of ſuch as they allow'd ; + (o) 4, — 
for they rejeted thoſe to Timothy and 7 itus. », =y 
And there was good Reaſon for what they did. (0) #b. and 
Since they held that there were two Gods, one 1714. 4. 
of the Old Teſtament and another of the New z ail, 
Marcion I, 
that the former made the World, and was the 5. C21, 
cauſe of all Wars and Contentions ; that Jeſus 
Chriſt was the Son of the other, and ſent by his 
Father to overthrow and deſtroy all the Works 
of the. Old-Teſtament-God ; with more ſuch 
ſtuff, as we may Read in (p) Trenens, (4) Ter (p)% 1. c. 
tulian and (r) Fpiph.anius, Now what ſhould 7 
TIRDE B Gs PSI We 2 9s.” ele 
Marcion. 
+ Epiphanius allo tells us that Marcion rejetted the (r) Heref. 
Epiſtle to the Hebrews ; but he ought not to be charg'd 42. 
with that as a Crime, becauſe it was not the generally 
«mitted by all the Catbolicks, and therefore Tertullim 
remarks only that he did not receive the two Epiſtles to 
Timothy and that to 7:tus, What Opinion this Heretick 
had of the other three Goſpels, and of the Canonical 
Epiſtles, does not belong to my preſent buſineſs, which 
is only to follow my Author, whether he leads me. 
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theſe Men do with our Goſpels and Epiſtles 
at. leaſt till rhey had chang'd and alter'd them ? 
Since there is nothing in them, which Eſta- 
bliſhes, but many Paſſages which overthrow 
their fond and lewd Opinions, Jreneus and 
Tertullian therefore proceeded rationally in 
appealing to all the Churches in the World 
againſt them. The former urges that the Dif- 
ciples of our Lord taught no ſuch DoQrines, 
(s) either in the Churches, which they found- 
ed, or (t) yet in thoſe Writings, which they 
left behind them, and (u) which were preſer2'd 
entire in all the World, by the whole Body of 
Chriſtians. The latter preſſes them to conſult 
(x) the Apoſtolick Churches and thoſe that held 
Communion with them, and then tell him, in 
which of them, thoſe Hereſies that Marcion main- 
tain'd, or thoſe Scriptures. that he had alter'd 
and corrupted, were embrac'd. The contrary 


. 33-30: to all this was evident, The Catholicks Copies 
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were all the ſame, as to the Books the Here. 
tick rejected, as well as to the Places he had 
corrupted ; the Catholick DoQtrins were all 
the fame, and none agreed with -Marcion, and 
therefore theſe Fathers concluded, as juſtly they 
might ( eſpecially being no farther remov'd 
from the Apoſtles themſelves, then the Second 
Century ) that the Cheat and Impoſtyre lay on 
the fide of Marcion and his Followers, 


Our Anthor proceeds, St. Johns Goſpel was 
attributed to Ce/inthus, This we confeſs is very 
true, and it was done, as we find in (y) Epi- 
thanizs by ſome, who upon that account were 
call'd /lozi, They rejected the Lopos or Word, 
and would not allow what St. John Writes in 

the 
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the beginning of his Goſpel to be true con- 
cerning our Saviour, And becauſe they had 
not the face openly to appear againſt what was 
taught by an Apoſtle, thev bring ſeveral Ob- 
jeAtions to ſhow that, it was none of his ( which 
Epipbanius anſwers at large ) and after all, 
would have it fix'd on the Heretick Cerinthus, 
But they were very abſurd in ſo doing, as the 
ſame Father obſerves in the following SeCtion ? 
(z) For how could thoſe things be Wrote by (x) 7+. n. 
Cerinthus, which do in dire& terms contradict 4: 
his Do&rine? He aſſerted Jeſus Chriſt to be a 
mere Man, whereas the Author of this Goſpel 
aſſerts him to be the Word, which was from Eternity, 
which came down from Heaven, and was made fleſh 
for our ſakes. Cerinthus therefore was not , 
could not be the Author, unleſs we'll ſuppole, 
that he forg'd a Goſpel under the Name of 
an Apoſtle, on purpoſe to overthrow what him- 
ſelf tanght and maintain'd every where. We 
ſee then that St. John's Title, notwithſtanding 
what has been ſay'd, remains krm and un- 
ſhaken; and it will be further ſtrengthned, if 
we conſider that Ireneus (1, 3. c. 11. (a) )(0f-257- 
makes it his buſineſs to prove that the begin- 
ning of this Goſpel was Wrote expreſly by the 
Apoltle to oppoſe the Hereties and Errors of 
Cerimtnus. 


IX, Our Author further urges (Cp. 53, ©c.) XIX. 
that (b) Euſebius rejes the Ads, Goſpel, Preach- (b) Feel. 
ins and Revelation of Peter from being Autbentick, {#/t- 1. 3. 
for no other Reaſon, but becauſe no Ancient or A10- © 3+ 
dern Writer ( [.:ys he ) has quoted proofs out of 
them. But herein Euſebius was miſtaken ; for the 
contrary appears by the Teſtimonies mark'd in the 

Catalogue, 
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Catalogue, which any body may compare with the 
Originals. In (c) another place he ſays that the 
G ofpel of Peter, Thomas, Matthias and ſuch like, 
with the /Fs of Andrew, John and the othey 
Apoſtles are Spurious, becauſe no Eccleſiaſtick Writ- 
er, from the time of the Apoſtles down to his own, 
bas wouchſaf'd to quote them ;, which ts abſolutely 
falſe of ſome, as we bave already ſeen. Had 
Euſebius found auy of theſe Pieces cited by the pre- 
cedent Orthodox Writers, be would have own'd them 
as genuine Produttions of the Apoſtles , and ad- 
mitted them, as we ſay, into the Canon. But 
having met with no ſuch Citations, he preſently 
concluded there were none ;, which made him rejed 
theſe Books, And I ſay ( what I have already 
demonſtrated ) that proofs were quoted out of ſome 
of them long before, ſo that they might ſtill belong to 
the Canon for all Euſcbius. 


This is a long-winded ObjeQion, but we ſhall 
better underſtand what ſtrength there is in ir, 
if it be divided into the three following Pro- 

olitions. ( 1. ) That Euſchius rejets the a- 
oreſay'd Books, only becauſe he thonght that 
none of them had been quoted and meation'd 
by the Ancients ; when yet ſome of them 
really were. (2.) That it he had known, 
they had been fo quoted, he would have look'd 
opon them as Canonical. ( 3. ) It being evi- 
dent therefore, that they were ſo quoted by the 
Ancients, they ought, according to Euſebius his 
Principles,to be elteem'd Canonical. This is the 
force of the Objettion, and to this there are 
two Anſwers drawn up, which it is pretended 
we are like to make. But of all People in the 
World, 1 ſhall not truſt our Author to give in 

any 
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any Anſwers in my Name. If they be good 
for any thing, he'll certainly leave them bebind 
him, Thus he did in the caſe of Or:gen and St. 
Auguſtine, who had furniſh'd him with very 
good ones to the ObjeQions of Celſus and 
Fauſtus, but he fairly dropt them by the way, 
and fo left the Heathen and the Heretick in 
Poſſeſſion of the Field, And I dare ay, that 
if he had not thought he could eaſily overthrow 
thoſe Anſwers he produces in this place in the 
Name of his Adverſaries, we ſhould never have 
heard one word of them. I am reſolv'd there- 
fore, to have nothing to do with his Anſwers, 
whether good or bad, but ſhall give in ſuch as 
| will ftand by, and accordingly ſpeak to the 
above-mention'd Propoſitions in their order. 


The firſt js, that Fuſebius rejeRs the forefaid 
Books only becauſe he thought they were none 
of them quoted or mention'd by the Ancients, 
when yer ſome of them really were, To which 
I anſwer, ( 1. ) That Euſcbius could not be 
Ignorant, that ſome of theſe Ficces are quoted 
by Clemens of Alexandria ( who mentions them 
ſeveral times ). being very much converſant in 
the works of that Father, and having expreſly 
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taken notice that (d) one of them was cited by (4) Feet, 
bim ; and therefore when he ſays that none of #/?. /. 6. 
theſe Books are quoted by the Ancients, he © '+: 


muſt be underſtood to mean ( not that they 
are never quored art all, for that he knew they 
were, and ſays fo expreſly concerning the Re- 
velation of St. Peter ( Eccleſ. Hiſt. 1. 3.c. 25. ) 
but ) that they were never quoted by any as 
Canonical, and this was a ſufficient reaſon, why 


he ſhould not admit them under that notion. 
Though 
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Though ( 2. ) this is not the only Reaſon 


(e) 1, 3.c. for he obſerves of ſeveral of them, that (e) they 


25» 


contain'd a Dodarine contrary to the Catholick 
Faith which was planted by the Apoſtles, and 
therefore ought to be cenſur'd and rejected as 
the undoubted Contrivances and Forgeries of 
Hereticks. 


The Second Propoſition is, That if Exuſcbius 
had known that any of theſe Pieces had been 
ever quoted by the Ancients, he would have 
eſteem'd them Canonical - I anſwer, it is evi- 
dent from what has been juſt now ſay'd, that 
Euſebius did know it and yet would nor receive 
them into the Canon, The bare quoting a 
Book, except it be quoted as part of the Rule 
of Faith, or a Genuine Writing Compos'd or 
Authoriz'd by the Apoſtles, {1gnifies nothing 
in this caſe, as has been allready prov'd. Nay, 
I ſhall further add, that if Euſebius had known, 
that ſome of the Ancients had really quoted one 
or more of theſe Pieces as Canonical, that alone 
would not have induc'd him to receive them 
as ſuch. For this was the very caſe of the 
Epiſtle of St. James, the Second of St. Peter, 
and the reſt of the once controverted Pieces. 
They were quoted by many, and quoted by 
many too as Canonical, yet becauſe the whole 
Church was not then acquainted with the Rea- 
ſons, which afterward ſatisfied her to admit 
theſe Books as parts of the Code of the New 
Teſtament, we ſee that they were lay'd aſide 
_ not advanc'd to that honour by Exſe- 
745, 
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The Third Propoſition is, That ſince theſe 
AQ, Goſpel, Preaching, Revelation of St- 
Peter, and the others, were ſome of them really 
quoted by the Ancients, they ought, according 
to the Principles of Euſebius, to be receiv'd for 
Canonical, I anſwer, No; unleſs quoted as 
Canonical, and prov?d Canonical too, by ſuch 
Teſtimonies as were ſufficient to ſatisfy the 
Catholick Church, as appears by the Inſtances 
of the Epiſtle of St, James, and the reſt above- 
mention'd, When Exſebus could not meet 
with ſo much as one Primitive Father, who cited 
theſe Books for Canonical, that alone ( though 
he had another reaſon too againſt divers of 
them, as appears before) was iufficient war- 
rant for him to rejet them. But for the in- 
troducing them into the Canon, a conſtant and 
well atteſted Tradition, by ſuch as were cap- 
able of Judging, from the firſt Ages, that they 
had been prov'd Genvine, upon Authentick 
Teſtimonies, was requiſite in his Opinion, and 
therefore our Authors Obje&ion vaniſhes into 
air and ſignihes juſt nothing, 


X. I come now to the laſt ObjeQion, which 
is founded on a long Paſſage of Mr. Dodwell, 
who (as is inſinvated ) reflects more upon the 
Certainly and Anthority of the Canon of the 
New Teſtament, then any thing, which had been 
before excepted againſt, in Qur Author. This 
Is viher'd in, with great Pomp and Ceremony ; 
for we Read ( p. 69. ) that Afr. D. aloe, 
though a Laym in, underſtands as much Eccleſsaſti- 
cal Fliſtory, as the Divines of all Churches put to- 
gether, This 4s a high flight indeed , methinks 
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it had been enough to have made him under- 
ſtand as much as all the Engli/hb Divines, but to 
bring in the Divines of all other Churches be- 
fides, is a litrle roo Extravagant, and more, [ 
am certain, then our Author can poſſibly know, 
E ſhall not in the leaſt detrat from the true 
Charafter of that worthy Gentleman , who 
ovght to be ( and I believe generally is ) valued 
for his great Learning and Piety, and will, 1 
am confident give our Avthor no thanks for 
his Complement, or for bringing him in as a 
Witneſs in the caſe now before us. For he is 
quite of another Opinion, and tells us expreſly 
but a few Pages before that Paſſage which is 
produc'd by our Author, that (f) there ts mo 
manner of reaſon to donbt of that Tradition, which 
has tranſmitted to us the Canon of the New Teſta- 
ment, This, I think, is a point blank contra- 
diction to the Natural deſign and tendency of 
the Treatiſe we are now conlidering, ſince that 
runs all into confuſion, and plainly aims at the 
perſwading Men, that in the Buſineſs of the 
Canon, we have nothing but Darkneſs and Ob- 
{curity. 

Mr. DodwelPs Principal Intention in the long 
Paſſage quored from him, was to ſhow, that we 
have as good Evidence, that the Pradical Tra- 
ditions ( as for Inſtance, Epiſcopal Govern- 
ment ) which obtain'd in the time of Jreneus, 
and were deliver'd as ſuch, were really Apoſto- 
lical Inſtitutions, as there 1s tor the Canon of the 
New Teſtament ; becauſe the Books, we now 
receive for Canvnical or our Rule of Faith, were 
not ſo fix'd ahd determin'd till the beginning 
of the Second Century, as to be appeal'd to by 
the Chriſtian Church under that notion. ae 

they 
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they were then ſettled upon the Teſtimony of 


T9 


the ſame Perſons ( and ſent (z) abroad too in- (g) See bis 
to all places in the year 107 ) who convey'd 444-14z 
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theſe Traditions, and who having been conver- ,,#',:;* 
ſant with and inſtruted by the Apoſtles, were with- « bronolo- 
out doubt ſufficiently qualified to give in Evi-gy. 


dence concerning their Writings and to diſtin- 
guiſh them from all others, which might go 
abroad falſly under their Names. 

This I take to be the main deſign of the 
Paſſage now before us, with what preceeds and 
follows in the Original ( from Section 35 to 
Setion 41 incluſively; ) but becauſe there are 
ſome Particulars therein, which may deſerve a 
little further clearing or illuſtration, I ſhall em- 
ploy a few Pages thereupon, and if in any thing 
[| differ from that Learned Gentleman, I know 
he'l allow me the ſame Liberty of Thought and 
Judgment, concerning matters of Fact, which 
himſelf rook before me. 


While the Apoſtles travelF'd up and down, 
Preaching in ſeveral Places and Countries, they 
Wrote thoſe Pieces, which we now have under 
their Names, but for the moſt part, as Criticks 
obſerve, after the middle of the Firſt Century. 
This is a ſufficient Reaſon, why in thoſe times 
of War and Perſecution, ſome of them might 
not come to the hands of many, who liv'd in 
remote and diſtant Places, till that Age was al- 
moſt or perhaps quite expir'd. Though that 
ſeveral were caretully tranſmitted by the de- 
poſitaries of them to orher Churches and Perſoas, 
with whom they had the moiſt convenient Cor- 
reſpondence, is a thing eaſy to be proy'd, be 
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cauſe we find them borrowed by the earlieſt 
Writers. 
(b) p:18, * For thus there are two Paſſages of () St. 
60. Luke, and one (7) of St. Peter's firſt Epiſtle, 
Fa 4 "ag and another (k) of the Second to Timothy, and 
(3) p. 12, divers of the Epiſtle (1) to the Hebrews, made 
12, 15,23, uſe of by Clemens, Biſhop of Rome; and the firſt 
47.48 Epiſtle (#7) of St. Paul to the Corinthians, is 
us very much recommended by the ſame Father 
aro. 1632, £9 the Chriſtians of that City. Barnabas gives 
(n) p-217. Us the dire& words of two Texts in St. (n) 
(0)p.218. Matthew and (0) St. Luke, There are four or 
Lond. E4. five Paſſages in Hermas, which ſeem to have 
410.1650. oreat affinity with ſo many Texts in the Old 
and New Teſtament: But I own they may be 
diſputed, eſpecially by thoſe who look upon the 
Viſions and Converſations, mention'd in that 
Book,to have been real, and I will not infiſt up- 
on them, but only obſerve, that there is as much 
Evidence that this Author borrowed from the 
New Teſtament as there 1s that he borrowed 
(p) Epiſ-ro from the Old. Ignatius mentions (p) St. Paul's 
*ve Epbe/. Epiſtle to the Epheſians, and ſeems plainly to 
Fr] Evil, have taken Expreſſions (q) from it, (r) from St. 
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* There may be other Paſſages in the Epiſtle of St, 
Clemens, taken out of the New Teſtament, which have 
eſcap'd my Obſervation. And there are ſome ( beſides 
theſe ) of which I did take notice, but omitted them, be- 
cauſe they are in the Old Teſtament too, and therefore, 
for ought I could tell, migbs be borrowed from thence. 
That this Father had Read the Epiſtle to the Komans, 


there can be no doubt, and therefore I did not remark, , 


that he Salutes the Corinthians almoſt in the very ſame 
words that St. Paul us'd to the Romans, 
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Matthew, and from the firſt (s) Epiltle to the [_5] Epi/r. 
Corinthians. (t) Polycarp is Copious in his quo- '? ohe 
tations. In him, we meet with Words taken = get.” 
out of St. Matthew, St. Luke . the Atts, the x1it. 410, 
Romans, the firſt Epiſtle to the Corinthians, the 1680. 


Galatians, the Epheſians, the firſt Epiſtle of St. [7] * m- 


Peter, and of St. John, and he twice mentions 
St. Paul's Epiſtle to the Philippians, 


All the Inference 1 intend to make from 
hence, is only this, that theſe Books, from 
whence the Authors juſt now mention'd, fetch'd 
all the Paſſages we refer to, were then undoubt- 
edly diſpe:s'd abroad in /ome parts of the Chri- 
ſtian World, fince they had been Read by theſe 
Fathers, and were made ule of by them in their 
Writings. And, I think, 1 need not attempt 
to prove, that they were look'd upon as Cans- 
nical, at the ſame time. For it is morally im- 
poſſible ro ſuppoſe, that Picces Wrote or Au- 
thoriz'd by the Apoltles, ſhould not be efleem'd 
Canonical or Rules of Faith by all Chriſtians to 
whom they were communicated, fince the 
Knowledge which they had of the Doqrin of 
Faith was entirely deriv'd trom them and their 
InſtruQions, 
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It's true, the Writers we are now conſider- 
ing, very rarely give us | the Name of the 
Book or Author from whence they fetch any 
Paſſage, and therefore Mr. D's remark is very 
juſt, that the ſucceding Ages of the Church 
could not, in ſuch caſes, learn from them what 
Pieces were © be parts of the Chriſtian Canon. 
They produce Texts indeed from Authors that 
were Canonical, but they don't always tell us 
{o, when they produce them ; and therefore 
their Teſtimony alone is not ſufficient to inform 
ns, what are the Genuine Writings of the A- 
poltles and what are not. This we can learn 
trom none bur thoſe, who cither recommend a 
particular Book by Name, or at leaſt tel} vs 
whence they draw their Pallages. And this is 
- ſeldom done by the Authors now mention 'd, 

hat all the Evidence we can derive-from them, 


OCD O—————— — —— 


+ This 1s urg'd as an Objection, that none of the 
Evangeliſts is call'd by his own Name, in the Writings 
ot Clemens, &c, I grant it $ but what would be infer'd 
from thence, beftides what is here confider'd, I cannot 
imagine, Whatever is intended, will equally aftett the 
Old Teſtament. For St. Clemens, among all the quo- 
tations he ferches thence, does not that I perceive ( and 
I was careful in making the oliervation ) fo much as 
once diredly cite by Name at ny of the Writers thereof, ex- 


\ 


cept Mojes an: Pauid once or twice, trom which he Pro- 


duce: > his 1 [ti monices. And yer there's no queſtion, 
but he jadg'd riw £4 TeStament Canonical. As Fuſtin M, 
Ccriaimly arl th New; and yet though he makes uſe of 


many Places, out of ſeveral Books thereof, and ſpeaks of 
the Golpe!s, en) Monumeo: ts ot the Apolrties, in general, 
1 am very much miſtak« t he quotes any of the m by 
Nai, belies the 2A _ on, wh:ch ke exprelly afcribes 
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will not extend to above (#) three or four 
Pieces. The aſſurance we have that the other 


Books of the New Teſtament are Canonical, muſt ©-,,;,.; 
be taken from the Writers of the Second Cen- the -pi- 
tury, at leaſt as far as we know now, ( I mean /iles 19 the 


ſuch Writers as follow'd 1znatius and Polycarp 
here mention'd by Mr, D. ) and the Teſtimony 
of them is unexceptionable, ſince converſing 
with the Diſciples of the Apoſtles, they could 
eaſily be inform'd by them what Books were 
really Genuine and Apoſtolical. 

But we are told, that the Writers sf thoſe times 
do not chequer their Works with Texts of the New 
Teſtament, which yet is the cuſtom of the more 
Modern, and was alſo theirs in ſuch Books as they 
acknowledg*d for Scriptme. For they moſt fre- 
quently cite the Books of the Old Teſtament, and 
would doubtleſs have done ſo by thoſe of the New, 
if they had been receiv d for Canonical, That the 
Books of the New Teſtament could not fail of 
being judg'd Canmical, by thoſe who knew their 
Authors, has been obſerv'd already more then 
once ; and therefore I proceed to remark, that 
if theſe words refer to the latter Writers of 
the Canon, they are expreſs'd very obſcurely, 
and will fall under conlideration immediately. 
If they be deſign'd to comprehend Clemens, 
Barnabas, Her mas, Ignatius and Polycarp ( and I 
think, they can't be underſtood otherwile ) & 
muſt confeſs that I wonder very much at them. 


For the two firſt fer.h Paſſages from the New 
Teſtament gs well ( though not fo often ) as from 
the 014. The third may be fippos'd to cite 
neither or botk. The fourth znd fifth have 
certataly more Texts on: of the Goſpels and 


—_ 
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And the latter of theſe two, I mean Polycarp, de 
has above Twenty Paſſages out of the New Teſta- | * 
ment in his ſhort Epiſtle, ſo that it may very th 
well be ſay'd to be chequer'd with them. _.. 4 


XXI1I. Whether the later Writers of the New Teſta- | 
ment ſaw all that had been Wrote by the | b* 


former, I ſhall not take upon me to determine. W 
But I think. the not quoting them or the ſeem- be 

ing contradictions between them, are no argu« 
ments to the contrary. For the former is the | 
caſe of ſeveral Prophets and Writers of the Old be 
. Teſtament, who don't quote their Predeceſſorsz | #* 
and thoſe things which now ſeem contradiQtions | 2! 
tos, might perhaps be little or none to them, G 
who were acquainted with the Circumſtances th 
of the Age, and admit, it may be, as eaſy a | © 
ſolution, as the difference of the genealogies | 
upon account of the Natural and Legal Fathers, o 
[x}eeFr.does from (x) the relation of Africinus. Sure | 
{14.427 am that St. Peter was acquainted with (y) 0 


©,*, } ſome of St. PayPs Epiſtles, and that they were h 
1c, 2.15, Fen jadg'd Canonical, And that be had alſo C 
Ty Read St. Aark's Goſpel , St. Paul that of Sr. 


Like , and St; John, all the other three, has | 
been above prov'd by Eccleſiaſtical Teſtimony, | F 
To which I ſhall add, that Grotits affirms St, | 
[ike to have ceriainly Read the Goſpels of St. fr 
/utthew and St. Mark, and proves it from 
hence, becanſe in reporting the ſame Paſſages, T 
he formetimes uſes their very Words. _ 
VII. Idare not affirm, that the Fathers of whom | ©© 
we are now ſpeaking, cired any Texts from ſt 
Ivch Goſpels, as arc properly Spurtous, becauſe it - 


does 
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does not appear to me; (z) much leſs that they [;] Se 
attributed the ſame Authority to them, that 49* Se 


they did to the Genuine Writings of the A- 
poſtles, becauſe of this there is no manner of 


Evidence. For though there be ſome Paſſages jection, 


in them which are not mention'd in our Evan- 
geliſts, and others differently exprelſs'd from 
what we now Read, yet no fuch contequence can 
be drawn from theſe Premiſes, 

For firſt, the Citations might perhaps be 
made from no Books at ail. Thus, though ir 
be true that Sr. Paul, St. Barnabas, and St. 15- 
natius, cite an Expreſſion or two as ſpoken by 
our Saviour, which are not to be found in our 
Goſpels, yet it does not follow that they took 
them from Spurious Writers ; they might 
eaſily receive them from Ear-Witneſſes. They 
were remov?d at fo little a diſtance from our 
Saviour, that they certainly conversd with his 
immediate Diſciples, from whom they might 
hear Relatians of ſeveral conſiderable Actions 
and Sayings of his, which were not recorded by 
the Evangeliſts. 

Neither does it follow, that if a Paſſage be 
not expreſs'd juſt afrer the ſame manner thar 
we find it in the New Teſtament, therefore it 
ought to be look'd npon as mterpolated or drawn 
from the Books of {ome Spurious Writers, For 
it is well known, that many of the Fathers, 2s 
well of the later as of the firſt Ages, quote the 
Texts of Scripture by memory and otten delign 
to give the Senſe, without confining themſelves 
to the Words, of the Original, Many In- 
ſtances might be given of this Nature, but I 
ſhall refer the Reader at preienr. only to the 
Epiſtle of St. Barn.bas, where hic'll find nn- 

(3 3 mcrous 
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merous proofs of this aſſertion in Texts cited 
from the Old Teſtament ; particularly (a) in 


(6) P:228, the Promiſe of entring the Holy Land, (b) the 


229, 
(c)p.229, 


Sacrificing of the Goat and (c) the Circumciſion 
of the Heart. 

But if we ſhould go further, and ſuppoſe that 
ſome of the Writers of that Age, quoted other 
Goſpels or Hiſtories of our Lord, then thoſe 
which are now eſteem'd Authentick in the 
Church, yet 1 don't ſee what can be infer'd from 
thence, that may be in the leaſt a Prejudice to 

ur cauſe, or ſhew that there was no difference 
then put between Spurious and Genuine Writ- 
ings. * For I think, it can't be queſtion'd, 


* Though it is poſhble there might be ſome Spurious 
Goſpels at thoſe times forg'd and ſet forth under great 
Names ; yet that there were ſome. too Wrote by honeſt 
Chriſtians, beſides the inſpired ones, cannot, I think, be 
doubted by any who ſhall confider what is the uſual 
Practice of Mankind on ſuch great Occafions. And to 
ſome of theſe as well as the Goſpels of St. Marthew and 
St. Mark, St. Luke in all probability refers at the begin- 
ning of his. For notwithſtanding what our Author 
( p. $0. ) and others beſides him are pleas'd to ſay, yet 
I doubt not to athrm, that St. Luke does not faſten any 
bad Charater on the Goſpels he had Read, nor can his 
Words be drawn to infinuate any fuch thing without the 
greateſt Violence. Nay it ſeems plain to me that the 
two firſt Verſes of his Goſpel intimate the dirett con- 
trary- And in this I am the more confirm'd, becauſe 
fince the Writing of this, I find that Caſaubon and Light- 
fooz are of the ſame Opinion as to the whole; and Grorius 
ieems to have judg'd fo too in the main. Only he thinks 
that ſorhe of theſe Writers, gathering what they related, 
from uncertain Report, fell into great Errors. That may 
be ( and queſtionleſs was ) true of ſome, but not of all. 
Ani St. Luke 4oes not ſeem to-have teen any Spurious 
Cit at leaſt any ſuch were extant fo early ) or Erroneous 
Goſpels. For he does not charge thoſe, who labour'd 
peforc him in that Argument, cither with wilful falfifi- 
tations ot negligent miltakes, but 
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but that ſeveral would Publiſh Accounts of the 
Life and Actions of our Saviour, who were his 
honeſt and Faithful Diſciples, and inſerted no- 
thing in the Story, but what they had good 
ground to believe true and certain, though 
they were not infallible in their Narrations. 
From ſome of theſe, the Writers that tollow'd 
after might quote Paſſages, and that juſtifiably 
enough, as from thoſe, whom they eſteem'd 
( and who were as to the main ) faithful Hiſto- 
rians. Thought when the four Goſpels, which 
we now have, were Publiſh'd to the whole Church, 
the eſtimation of thoſe other Hiltories might 
ſink, and ſo they not be tranſmitted to Poſte- 
rity, as not being of equal Authority. 


And as there were Hiſorics of the Life and XXIV 
Preaching of our Lord, ſo were there too with- 
out doubt Relations of the Miracles and ACtions 
of his Followers, and *ummaries of the DodFrines 
and Inſtrutions of the Apoſtles : which being 
drawn up by thoſe who heard and convers'd 
with them, were really of great uſe ro the faith 
tol, and might be quoted by them vpon occalion 
without any manner of blame. Many of thel*, 
{.earned Men judge it probable, were in pro- 
ceſs of time collected into cn2 Body with tl:z 
Dodrines of Apoſtolical Mer written airerwaruds, 
and make up the beſt and moſt Inftruttive parc 
of thoſe, which are call'd the Apoſtolic.al Conſtt- 
tutions, Though the addition of ſeveral 1m- 
pertinences, Errors, Hereſies and ContradiQi- 
ons, and eſpecially the pretending { in, divers 
places) the whole to have been difatcy by th: 
Twelve Apoſties , St. James Fp. of Jeruſalem 
( whom thev Erroneonſly diſtinzniſk from rhe 

(z 4 Apaſtle 
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Apoſtle of that Name ) and St. Paul, #n the 
preſence of the Seven Deacons, ( though it's plain 
St. Stephen ſuffer'd Martyrdom, before St. Paul's 
Converſion, ) cauſe the compolition, as we now 
have it, to be juſtly cenſur'd for Suppolſiti- 
OUS. 

From what has been ſay'd, it is apparent, I 
think, that we ought not preſently to conclude 
every thing which is not found in our Bibles, 
ro be ferch'd from Spurious Writings, ſince no- 
thing deſerves that Name, bat what 1s properly 
a Forgery, Several of theſe there were indeed in 
thoſe early days, but it no ways appears that 
the Writers we are now diſcourſing of, bor- 
row'd from them, More likely it is that what 
they took from Books not Apoltolical , was 
trom the accounts ( given by the true Dil- 
ciples of our Lord) of the Actions, and Preach- 
Ing and DoGtrine of himſelt and his Apoſtles ; 
which though they were nor part of the Canon, 
yet were really uſeful , and might , for that 
rcaſon, be Read with Prolit and quoted with 
Authority as Pieces Eccleſiall ical. 


But there 1s one Particular, which deſerves 

a more accurate examination. I is p. 72, of our 
Authors Ciration out of Mr. D. were two Johns 
are reccoin'd among the Writcrs of the New 
Teſtament. This that Learned Gentleman had 
before enlaryd on ia the 4th and 5th Sections of 
the ſame Diſcourſe, and will have Foha, a Pres- 
byter of that time, and not Jo the Apoſtle, 
to have beca the Author of the Fevelation and 
alſy of the Second and Third Epiſtle. The 
min Ar2nments he inſiſts upon arc, ( 1. ) The 
Authority of Diony/tus Biſhop of ,lcxandria, 
part 


IT] 
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part of whoſe Diftourſe upon that Subje&, we 


have in the (d) Eccleſzaſtical Hiſtory of Euſebius, (4) 1. 7.c. 


( 2. ) The Reaſons of that Father, which are 25: 
the difference of the Style, and that the Author 
of the Revelation ſets down his Name frequent- 
ly, which St. Fohn the Apoſtle does not 1n his 
other Pieces, 

To which I Anſwer, That neither the Au- 
thority nor the Reaſons of Dionyſ/zus afteRt the 
two Epiſtles. He does not at all argue againſt 
them ;, and therefore they may be the Genuine 
Works of that Apoſtle, to whom ( as he owns) 
they were commonly aſcrib'd, for all him. And 
Monſieur du Pin, who has the deſerv'd Reputa- 
tion of an able Critick, tells us that the Style, 
the Spirit, and the Thoughts of theſe Epiſtles, as 
well as the concurring Judgment of moſt of the 
Fathers, make it evident that they belong to the 
Evangeliſt. 

Setting them therefore aſide, 1 ſhall conſider 
what force there is in theſe Reaſons as they are 
levelFd againſt the Revelation, And | muſt fay, 
that, if they have any ſrrengrh in them, they 
may as well be urg'd to prove the Prophecy of 
Jeremy and the Lamentations were not wrote 
by the ſame Perſon. For in the former, the 
Prophet often Names himſelf, which he does 
not once in the Jatter ; and the difterence of 
Expreſlion ſeems every jot as great between 
theſe two Pieces, as. it is between them we are 
now conſidering. 

Neither is it any wonder to find the ſame 
Perſon ( as Dr. Cave obſerves in another caſe ) 
vaſtly to alter and vary his Style, according to 
the Times when, or the Perſons 16 whom, or the 
Subjefts about which, he Writes ; or the Temper 

and 
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and diſpoſition he is in, when he Writes, or the 
Care, that is ns'd in doing it. So that it is E- 
vident, nothing certain can in this caſe be infer'd 
from that Particular. 

To the Anthority of Dionyſ3us and his Rea- 
ſons too, we oppoſe the Judgment of many of 
the Ancients, who were of another Opinion. 
The Arguments he urges, were obvious to them 
as well as him. They knew what difference 
there was between the Style of the other Pieces 
of St. John and the Revelation ;, they knew, that 
in one, the Writers Name was ſeveral times 
mentjon'd and not at all in the other ; and yet 
concluded there was no force in theſe Argu- 
ments, concluded notwithſtanding them, that 
all the Pieces were Wrote by the ſame Author, 
even the Apoſtle, of which they could eaſily 
receive information as being removy'd at fo little 
a diſtance from his time. Two of them ſeem 
to have been Born ſoon after, if not before his 
Death. 

Let us hear therefore what may be alledg'd 
on the other fide. ( tr. ) The Author of the 

(e) 6. 1.%» Revelation (e) tells us himſelf, that he was 
9 Baniſh'd to the Iſle of Patmos, for the Word of 

) of Pre- God, and the Teſtimony of Jeſus. Now that 
PPP this was the caſe of St. John the Apoſtle, we 
(e) in Eu- have the Witneſs of (f) T ertullzan, (g) Clemens 
ſeb. Hi. of Alexandria, (b) Euſebius, (i) Jerome , &Cc. 
SSI ( 2, ) We have the expreſs Teſtimonies of the 
4 * 3*© Ancients, that the Apoſtle, ( and not another 
(i) = FTobn ) was he who Wrote the Kevelation, 'T his 
Keeleſ. is affirm'd by (&) Juſtin Martyr, by Origen, by 
Writers 'n Tertullian. Clemens indeed of Alexandria, at- 
7 ap Eributes it fimply to St. John, without any ad- 
"+> 260-6 QItion, but then Mr. D. himſelf owns-( Sc. 
Sed. X), 20. ) 
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20, ) that it is evident by the Circumſtances 
of the Relation in Euſebius 1, 3. c. 23. that the 


Apoltle, and no other, is deſign'd by him. Fre- 

neus frequently cites it under the Name (1) of * f 
John the Diſciple of the Lord, which is the very Ex- 7 yo ay 1-1 
preſſion he uſes when he (m7) ſpeaks of the Apoſtle ; (m) 1.2. c, 
and he tells us alfo, that he who ſaw thoſe 39-/. 3. 
Viſions, was the Diſciple (n) which lay #4 our © 1 
Saviours Boſom, which was the Apoſtle too. tt 


And he again informs us ( 1. 5. c. 30. ) that he ** 


had the Explication of a paſlage there mention'd, 
from thoſe who convers'd with St, John the Au- 
thor ;, and they certainly could and would tell 
him, which of the Johns it was. And there- 
fore ſince he, beſides all the others before-men- 
tion'd, fixes it on the Apoſtle, it is, I think, an 
unanſwerable Argument, that he, and not the 
Presbyter, is the Perſon to whom it ought to be 
alcrib'd. 

I now return to our Author, who tells us that 
the Paſſage he cited from Mr. D. will furniſh thoſe 
who bave an inclination to IWrite on this SubjetF 
with many curious diſquiſztions, wherein to ſhow 
their Penetration and Judgment, It was not my 
own Inclination, but the deſign of ſerving an 
Honourable Perſon to whom I am much oblig'd, 
which drew me to Write upon this SubjeQ, 
neither do I pretend to a greater ſhare of Pene- 
tration and ©udgment then my Neighbours ; 
but yet I ſhall venture to ſay, that I think it 1s 
no great preſumption to undertake the difficul- 
ties which are here propos'd by our Author, 
nor any mighty task to Anſwer them 


The 
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The firſt difficulty is, How (o) the immediate 


(0) p« 79. Succeſſors and Diſciples of the Apoſtles could ſo 


grofly confound the Genuine Writings of theiv 
1: aſters with ſuch as were falſly attributed to them, 
To this 1 reply, that it does not appear to me, 
that they ever did ( groſly, or not grolly ) 
miſtake any Spurious Pieces for the Genuine 
Writings of the Apoſtles, They have indeed 
a few Paſſages ( of which more in the proper 
Place ) that do not occur in our Bibles, but 
that they were taken from Books Publiſh'd under 
the Names of the Apoſtles, and which. tbey judg'd 
to have been really the Apsſtles Works, will puzzle 
our Author, with all his Learning about him, 
to make out. But if the thing had happen'd, 
and ſome ſubtile Sophiſter had ſo far impos'd 
upon Clemens, Ignatius, and the reſt, by coun- 
terfeiting their Inſtructors Hands and Styles, 
as to pur a falſe Epiſtle or Goſpel upon them 
for a while, ( of which I am not ſenſible, ) this 
would not have been ſo wonderful a thing, as 
we are made to believe, ſince even Scriveners 
and Merchants, thoſe cunning Maſters of de- 
fence, have yet been trick'd after this man- 
ner. 

However I ſhall readily yield, that ( whether 
the Apoſtolick Perſons juſt now mention'd 
were ſo impos'd on or no, and I believe they 
were nor, yet ) many of that Age, might and 
probably were deceiv'd, for ſome time, with 
Suppoſititiovs Writings, vſher'd into the World, 
under the Title of great Names. And this con- 
ceſſion will make room for our Author's ſecond 
difhculty. 


(p) Smce 
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(p) Simce they were in the dark, bow came others XX VII. 
after them to a better light?Before 1 give an anſwer (p) p- 79+ 


to this queſtion, I cangot but remark, that it 
comes very oddly from our Author, who pre- 
tends ro make ſuch diſcoveries, and undertakes 
to prove thoſe Pieces full of Ignorance and 
Superſitition , which had been generally well 
elteem'd till his days. Do you think, Sir, there 
was never an 7.T, among the Ancients? None 
that could ſmell out an Impoſture, or by making 
a ſew remarks and asking a few queſtions, find 
tha: a Book was aſcrib'd to a wrong Author ? 
You may think thus if you pleaſe, and value 
your ſelf as much as you can upon the account 
of vour great Atchievements ; but I believe o« 
thers are of Opinion, that, if the Fathers had 
gone your untoward way to work, and dealt 
no fairer, when they were in queſt of Forperies, 
then you have done with the Evidences in re- 
lation tothe Eikon Baſilike, many of thoſe cheats 
might have remain'd longer in credit, which 
yet they quickly flung out of doors, only by the 
aſſiſtance of a little Reaſon, Honeſty, and com- 
mon Senſe, We had an inſtance of this nature 
among, vs at the beginning of the late Revoln- 
tion. Three Declarations were then Publiſh'd 
in the Name: of the Prince of Orange, and e- 
ſteem'd his for ſome time by the whole Nation, 
But vpon a {trit examination of the matter, 
the Third was found Suppoſititious, difown'd by 


the pretended Author, (q) and acknowledg'd (4)-7iſtory 
by all to be a Forgery, And thus it was in ___ 
Primitive times, Some indeed of the Pieces'g,, _ 
which appear'd in the Apoſtles Names, feem to 
have been ſo contrary to their Doarine, that 

they 
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they quickly ſunk and were rejected on al 
hands, But others, being of a more skilful 
compoſition, prefery?d their Reputation for a 
longer time, and were eſteem'd by ſuch as knew 
no better, for the Monuments of them, whoſe 
Names they carried in their froat. Howeyer 
theſe, by comparing them with their Genuine 
Writings, or enquiring of the Apoſtles, or 
thoſe who convers'd with and were inſtructed 
by them, had their Glorious Vizours pluck'd 
off and were expos'd as Impoſtures, But thig 
could not be done ſo ſoon as the Third De- 
claration was unmask'd here. It was a ſingle 
Piece, aſcrib'd to a ſingle Perſon, and ſcatrer'd 
abroad no further then the compaſs of a nar- 
row Iſland, and therefore Application might in 
a few days be made to the Prince, as it was, and 
the cheat, by that means, ſpecdily lay'd open, 
Whereas 1n the caſe, concerning which we are 
now diſcourſing, the Forgerics were many, they 
were attributed to ſeveral Perſons, and ſpread 
abroad over different Places of the Chriſtian 
Church, ſo -that it muſt neceſſarily require g 
conſiderable time, before they could be ſuffici- 
ently examin'd, before the pretended Authors, 
or thoſe acquainted with them, could be con- 
ſulred. Burt at laſt Truth prevail'd, and all the 
Impoſtures of the firſt and alſo of the ſecond 
Age, when they afterwards appear'd , were 
{ as we learn from Eccleſiaſtical Story ) found 
out to be what they really were, and as ſuch 
flighted and generally undervalued. Though 
{till, after the cheat was expos?d, Learned Meg 
vs'd them upon occaſton, and quoted ſuch ſingle 
PaJages our of them, as they thought might be 
's 
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of value, and Pertinent to the deſigns upon 
which they were Writing, 


I proceed now to our Authors third difficul- XXVIIL 
ty, (1) Why all thoſe Books, which are cited by) Þ+ 79+ 


Clemens and the reft , ſhould not be accounted 
equally Autbentick, Whoever Reads this Paſlage, 
and does not underſtand the caſe, will, 1 believe, 
be apt to imagine that the Fathers here refer'd 
to, quote many Books that have Relation to the 
ſtate of things under the Geſpel, ſome of which 
we do, upon their Authority, admit for Canoni- 
cal, while we reje& others, that are equally cited 
by them, as Spurious. 

How far we make uſe of theſe Fathers for 
ſettling the Canon, has been above explain'd. 


It's manifeſt from what is there ſay'd, (s) that (s) Se8. 
we employ them,only (in conjunttion with o- X47. 


thers) to aſſert the Title of three or four 
Picces, So many they expreſly Name and a- 
icribe to their proper Authors, and thereby 
teach us that they were compos'd by the A- 
poſtles,and conſequently ought to be reckon'd as 
Wrote by Inſpiration,and of Divine Authority. 
We infer nothing from them to juſtify the reſt, 
but ſupport them by other Evidence. 

Well, but ought not the Teſtimony of theſe 
Fathers be allow'd ia behalf of other Pieces, 
which they quote, and transfer them from the 
Rank of Spurious, wherein they are now plac'd 
by ſome, to that of Canonical Writings ? 
Why, truly, much might be done, if we knew 
what the Books were, and that they d:/1pn'd to quote 
them as the Genuine Writings of the Apoſtles, But 
this is our unhappineſs ( of which our Anthoy 
teems not to have beey ſenſible, though he has 

undertaken, 
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undertaken, upon occaſion, to blaſt the credit 
of all theſe Pieces together) that though 
Clemens has quoted three, /gnatius as many, and 
Barnabas ſeven or eight ſhort Pallages, that do 
not occur in our Books of Scripture, yer they 
neither give us the Name of the Treatiſe, nor 
yet of the Author, whence they produce them, 
and how, without that, the Books or the Au- 
thors ſhould be put into the Canon, I can't 
imagine, 

However, I love to deal fairly, and ſhall own 
(7) Ep. !9 that one of the Paſſages, which we find in (t) 
TJ np - Ignatius, is ſaid to have been found in the Goſpel 
** according to the Hebrews, which is the ſame 
with thar of the Nazarens. So it may be, but 
Jenatius does not quote it from thence. He 
might bave it from other Books beſides that, 
or receive it from Tradition, or take it upon 
Memory. The Words in /gnativs are, Handle 
me, and feel me, and ſee that I am not an Incor- 
(1) C. 24. poreal | Spirit or Apparition, In (u) St. Luke 
"** 39% we Read, Handle me and ſee, for a Spirit hath 
not Fleſh and Bones,as ye ſee me have, The Senſe 
is exattly the ſame in both, and if the Father 
made the quotation, without looking into the 
Book, he might eaſily miſtake as far as this 

comes to. 
But what, if we grant our Author all he can 
deſire, and ſhould yield that this Palſage was 


—m——— G__—_— CC —— — — 


+ 1 render the Greek ( J-uprorioy ) Spirit or Appa- 
rition, becauſe one of thuſe Words is always us'd by the 
Engliſh to expreſs the ſame thing, which is here jntend- 
ed by the Greek. 


taken 
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taken by 7gnatius out of the Goſpel according 
to the Hebrews, ( which will never be prov'd,) 
what can he infer from thence? That we ſhall 
eaſily ſee, if we compare this with thoſe places, 
where Texts taken out of the Goſpels and E- 
piſtles have been menrion'd by theſe Writers, 
We find, for Inſtance, that St. Clemens gives us 
ſeveral Paſſages that are to be met with, in the 
Epiſtle to the Hebrews, that St. /gnatius alſo 
gives us one or two, that are in the Goſpel ac- 
cording to St. Matthew or the Epiſtle to the 
Corinthians. All that we argue from bence, is, 
that thoſe Books, from which theſe two Fathers 
borrow thoſe Paſſages, were then extant and 
abroad in the Church. But we cannot, we do 
not hence infer, that they were Canonical or 
Wrote by thoſe Apoſtles, whoſe Names they 
now bear ; becauſe neither Clemens nor Jgnatius 
tell us ſo, and therefore that muſt be Learn'd 
from other Authors. In like manner, ſup- 
poſing that /gnatius took the expreſſion we are 
now conſidering, from the Goſpel according ta 
the Hebrews, all we can gather from thence, is, 
that there was ſuch a Goſpel then extant , 
wherein that paſſage was Read. But that it 
was of Divine Authority, or Wrote by any of 
the Apoſtles, we cannot gather, for St. /gnatius 
ſays no ſuch thing ; we mult learn thar, if i can 
be learn'd, from other Writers. Since then 
we allow as much Authority to this Father in 
one caſe, as we do to him or St. Clemens 1n the 
other, certainly our Author can defire no more, 
and cherefore | ſuppoſe we are agreed as to this 
MALLET, 
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But * perhaps it may be ObjeQed, that it we 
grant this,, we grant that Sr. Jpnatius quoted a 
Spurious Goſpel. To this Ll an{wer, ( 1. ) That 
the queſtion before us at preſeut, is not, whether 
this Father quoted a Spurious Goſpel or no, 
but whether, by borrowing a Paſlage after this 
manner , from the Goſpel according to the 
Hebrews, he advances It into the Canon. The 
contrary to which I have plainly prov'd to be 
true. ( 2. ) This Goſpel, with the additions, 
ought not. to be look'd upon as Spurious or a 
Forgery, but rather as a Piece of Eccle/taſtical 
Hiſtory. See above at the end of Sedion XV T, 

And if we procced to Hermas, it mult be 
owned that he produces not one Text ( that 
we can be {ure of ) out of cither the Old or 
New Teſtament ; but quotes one ſhort Sentence 
out of an Apocrypral Book, call'd the Prophe/res 
of Eldad and NMiedad, And therefore fince we 
make no manner of uſe of tliis Writer for the 
Eſtabliſhing the Canon, we cannot be oblig'd 
by our Authors Argument to embrace this Apo- 
cryphal Piece upon his Authority. Onaly I ſhall 
add, that the Paſiage is good and true, whoſo- 
ever ſay'd it, The Lord 1s nigh unto all thoſe, who 
turn unto bin ;, and therefore might be quoted, 


—  _—— __Y 0 — 
_ OO ——— 


* Whether what our Author produccs out of Origen, 
as from Jgnatius concerning the Devils being ignorant of 
the Virginity of th: Virgin Mary, Gc. be dehigned as an 
Objettion. againſt the genuinenels of that Epiſtle where- 
in theſe Expreſhons are found, or no, 1 cannot tell, 1f 
it be, I ſhall rctcr the Reader for an Aniwer to A, BY, 
Uſher in his Pro/egomens to the FEp.itics of that Father, 
. 12. Þ. Ixxxi. Ox. Edit. 1644+ 4 


not 
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not upon the Anthority of the Book, but the 
Intriaſick Value of the Expreſſion, which may 
be cited without danger, from the Mouth or 
Pen of the greateſt lmpoſtor. | 

And thus I have anſwer'd our Author's third 
difficulty, why all the Books, which are cited by 
Clemens and the reſt ſhould not be equally Authen- 
tick ; and ſhown, that there is but one /angle 
Piece, that we count Suppoſititious, quoted by 
Name, and that too, not referring to the time 
of the New but Old Teſtament ; and quoted it 
is by an Author of whoſe Teſtimony we make 
no uſe in ſettling the Canon, and therefore we 
cannot be tied and bound by it in the caſe of 
this pretended Prophecy; neither indeed ought 
any one elſe, For he is alone in the matter 
( as far as appears at preſent,) and contradiats 
the whole 7ewiſh Church, who knew nothing of 
this Book nor ever admitted it among their 
Canonical Writings, As for the Paſlage of 
Ignatius, pretended to be borrowed from the 
Goſpel according to the Hebrews, I hope, what 
has been above-ſay'd, is ſatisfactory ; and for 
the reſt, in him and Clemens and Barnabas, 
when our Author ſhall pleaſe ro rel] us, whence 
they were fctcl/d, and under what notion they are 
quoted, he ſhall hear more of my mind. 

Polycarp bas not one Paſſage out of any Spu- 
rious or unknown Writer that I can find, and 
therefore | ſuppoſe he may be diſmiſs'd with- 
out further trouble. 
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The laſt difficulty, is, (a) What ſtreſs ſhould XXIX. 
be Lay'd on the Teſtimony of thoſe Fathers, who not (4) Þ> 50: 


only contradit? one anvtoer, bi ar; often cone 
SS iſteut 


TOO 


(5) p. $1, 


The Canon of the 


ſiſtent with themſelves in the relations of the vey 
ſame fads. 

Here, I think, our Author's Expreſſion is ob- 
ſcure. He does not tell us, whom he means by 
Fathers, or what Contradifions ( as he calls them) 
he had more eſpecially in_ his Eye, when he 
Wrote theſe Words. I was once about ventur- 
ing to gueſs, but upon Second Thoughts for- 
bore, leſt I ſhould be cenſur'd as ſeverely as 
Mr. Bl. was, for miſtaking ( or too well under- 
ſtanding ) his meaning, and be told, that I am 
one of thoſe, (b) who are Sagacious enough to diſ- 
cover the hidden Poyſon of every Word, and will be 
ſure to give loud warning of the danger, to ſhew 
where the Snake lies in the Graſs, and to tell what's 
in the Belly of the Trojan Horſe. And therefore, 
that I may avoid ſuch a dreadful Thunderclap, 
ſhall ſay no more, but that he's in the Clouds, 
and there I muſt lcave him for the preſent, 


Poflcript. 
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Pyſicript. 


7 TI are two or three Paſſages, which 

would not fall in regularly with the Fore- 
going Diſcourſe, withoux too much breaking 
the Coherence, therefore 1 ſhall conſider them 
here. 


The firſt is, what we Read, (p. 37.9.6. ) 
and is in the nay" gy. Words, We need not 
produce our Authors for the Canons and Conſtituti- 
ons of the Apoſtles, ſince ſo many Learned Mem- 
bers of the Church of England bave Written large 
Volums to prove *em Genuine, Now this direct- 
ly overthrows what has been aſlerted at the be- 
ginning of theſe Papers. For if the Gennine 
Works of the Apoſtles, and ſuch as were Ayu- 
thoriz'd by them, make up the Code of the 
New Teſtament, why ſhould not theſe Conſtitu- 
tions and Canons partake of the ſame honour 
too, ſince our Author tells us, they are aſſerted 
Genuine by many Learned Members of the 
Church of England in large Volums, Wrote 
for that very end and purpoſe? To which I 
ſhall reply no more at preſent, but only this, 
that 1 was much ſurpriz'd at this aſſertion of 
of our Authors, For | thought 1 had known, 
ſo far at leaſt, what moſt of the Learned Men 
of our Church, whether Living or Dead, have 

H 3 deliver'd 
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deliver'd in this matter, as that large Treatiſes 
of many of them vpon this Subject had not 
eſcap'd me ; and I thought too, that I had un- 
deritood ſo much of the merits of the cauſe, as 
to give me reaſon to believe, that very few 
impartial and underſtanding Perſons were like 
to maintain what our Author ſays they do in 
the caſe, and therefore was ready, without any 
farther debate, to pronounce him miſtaken, 
But becauſe I was vnwilling he ſhould charge 
me, as he does Mr. B. (c) with making my own 
Reading and Knowledge the meaſure of Truth, 
{ who had too been retir'd from the Publick 
Stations of Learning for many years together, ) 
I reſoly'd to enquire of ſuch as I thought could 
inform me, whether any thing had been lately 
( or formerly ) Publiſh'd, which might juſtify 
our Author's affirmation. But I ſoon found 
that they knew no more in the matter then my 
ſelf; and therefore I ſhall deſire '7. T. at his 
leaſure, to acquaint the World -Þ who thoſe many 
Learned Members of the Church of England are, 
that have Written large Volumes to prove the Con- 
ſtitutions and Canons, we are now conſidering, and 


+ To prevent all cavilling, I here own ( what I ob- 
ſerv'd many years ago ) that there is one Learned Writ* 
er of our Church, who does upon occafion ſpeak as favour- 
ably of the Conſtirutions, as Turrian the Fejuite himſelf 
could do, who Wrote a Book in defence of them. But 
then I muſt add, that he gives us no Reaſons fer his 
Opinion, and what he ſays, is comprehended within the 
compaſs of a few lines. And I am ſure, that a ſingle 
Perſon and two or three Sentences, can, by no Logick, be 
multiplied into many Members and large Volumes, 
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as we now have them, to be the Genuine Works of 
the Apoſtles. 


There is another Paſſage of our Author, (d) XXXI. 
where he ridicules Jreneus, as having argued (4) 7» 50, 


very fillily concerning the number of the Goſ- 5: 

ls. To give a large account of the matter 
would be tedious and impertinent ( ſince the 
whole thing is a meer Cavil, ) and therefore I 
ſhall only remark briefly, 


( 1. ) That our Author groſly wrongs Ire- 
neus in his Latin quotation. For the Father 
having (1. 3. c.9, 10. and part of the 11th. ) 
argued againſt the Hereticks of thoſe times 
from the four Goſpels, adds, that theſe Goſpels 
were receiv'd, one or other of them, by the 
Hereticks themſelves, and therefore his argument 
from them was ſtrong and true, "Theſe laſt words 
our Author parts trom the reſt of the Sentence to 
which they belong and tacks them to what 
follows, as if Jrenezs had ſay'd, the Argument 
for the four Goſpels from the four Regions is 
firm aad ſtrong ; whereas ( whatever he might 
think ) he does xot ſay 1o. 


( 2. ) Neither does he ſay afterward, that 
they are vain and unlearn'd and bold, who rej: the 
number of the four Goſpels, thus prov'd from the 
four Regions, &c. ( as our Author repreſents 
him,) but thoſe who reject the thizgs, which he 
judg'd were foreſignified as the Jubjet# of the 
ſeveral Goſpels, (tis 5peciem Evangely, and Per- 
ſonas Evangelij,) by the four Faces in the Che- 
rubim of Ezekiel, that is (as he tells us) the 

H 4 Humanity, 
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Humanity, the Prophetical and Prieftly Offices, 
and Divimity of our Saviour. 


( 3. ) After all, the Father does not pretend 
to prove from the four Quarters or the four 
Winds, that the Goſpels we bave were Wrote by 
thoſe Perſons whoſe Names they bear : For that he 
Learn'd from ſuch as convers'd with the Writ- 
ers themſelves, as was above-obſerv'd. Neither 


0909: does he pretend to prove from thence (e) that 


SEE above p'7 


the Goſpels were Canonical or Rules of Faith ;, for 
that depends upon their being Wrote or Au- 
thoriz'd by the Apoſtles ; ſo that the merits of 
the cauſe ander debate are not in the leaſt eon- 
cern'd in the Argument. All that he pretends 
to, is, that as there were Four Principal Quarters 
of the World, &c. and no more, ſo God would 
have it that there ſhould be four Goſpels in the 
World and no more; and did think fit to fore- 
ſignify, the Ternper of the Writers, and the 
Subjef? of each Book by the four Faces in Ezekie!'s 
Cherubim, Now what though there ſeems to 
be more of Fancy then Solidi'y, more of Plauſible 
Alluſion then cloſe Reafoning in this way of 
Arguing, yet I don't ſee why ofr Author ſhonld 
ſo much inſulr upon the Father for it, ſince In- 
ſtances of the like nature may be found in Emi- 
nent Writers of all Profeſſions, and Heathens 
as well as Chriſtians. 1f we make it our buſineſs 
to Weed Books, which are otherwiſe Learned 
and Rational, and pick out the Weakeſt Ex- 
preſſions we can find in them, we ſhall proceed 
very unjuſtly, and I doubt, that very few, if 
this method be us'd, will eſcape Cenſure. 
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I did not think to have ſay'd any thing to XXXII. 
our Authors Refieion (Ff) on the Epiſtle of St. (f) p+ 44» 
Barnabas, becauſe I am not concern'd, at pre- #5: 
ſent, whether it be Genuine or no. But ob- 


ſerving that he deſigns to improve the Ex- 
preſſion he fetches thence to the Prejudice of 
the Chriſtian Religion, I thought my ſelf 
oblig'd to add a few lines upon that occaſion- 
The Words in the Original are thus, Chriſt 
choſe for bis Apoſtles =— thoſe who were the preat- 
eft of Sinners, that be might ſhow, how be came to 
call, not the Righteous, but Sinners to Repentance. 
We have little or no account in the Scripture 
of the Apoſtles Morals, before they were choſen 
by onr Saviour, and therefore we'll, for the 
preſent, let this Paſſage of Barnabas go for true. 
What will follow ? Nothing elſe, as far as 1 
ſee, but that our Lord was an Excellent Phyſi- 
cian of Souls, who wrought ſo perfet and 


 EffeAtual a cure upon Men in ſuch a dangerous 


condition, and brought them to a true Senſe 
of Piety and Religion, for the Encouragement 
of others to Repent and Reform. Ay, but if 


they were once ſuch, (g) this would Rob us of an (g) p. 45. 


Argument, we draw from theiv Integrity and Sim- 
plicity, againſt Infidels, Would it 1o indeed ? 
Methinks now this is very ſtrange, and does 
not conclude ſo well, as the Argument of Jre- 
neus from the four Winds, with which we ſee 
what a ſtir our Author made, a little before. 
For may not a Wicked Man prove good, and 
may he not give us ſuch Evidences of the Sin- 
cerity of his Reformation, that we are bound 
in Juſtice to believe him > Let vs examine _ 

caſe 
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caſe a little, and ſee what Arguments can be 
produc'd for the uprightneſs and integrity of 
the Apoſtles after their Converſion, They 
Preach'd a moſt Excellent and Holy Religion 
over all the World, and endeavour'd to bring 
People every where to the Beliet and Practice 
of it. And that they were in good carficſt in 
all their undertakings, and did not act a part 
for carrying on any Worldly defiga, is appar- 
ent from hence, that they knowingly and willing 
ly expos'd themſelves to Pains, to Troubles, 
to Loſſes, to Contempt, to Perſcecurtions, to 
Torments, to Death it ſelf. This, I chink, 
is ſufficient to ſhow, that they really believ'd 
what they affirm'd, concerning the DoQrine, 
Works and ReſurreQion of our Saviour ; that 
they did not deſign to put a Trick upon Man- 
kind in the Relations, they gave thereof, lince 
they readily expos'd themſelves to ſuch Suffer- 
ings for the aſlerting of it. And that they 
aſſerted nothing but what was true, God him- 
ſelf did alſo further atteſt, by the Miracles he 
enabled them to work, of which we have un- 
controulable proof, as has been ſo often ob- 
ſerv'd by others that I need not to infiſt upon 
it here. So that though we do ſuppoſe the 
Epiſtle of St. Barnabas to be Genuine, and the 
Paſſage quoted from it to be really true, yer it 
1s plain nothing can be thence inferr'd to prove 
our Religion falſe or ill grounded. 


Since 
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Since the finiſhing this, * I thought it ad- XXX11T, 
viſable, for the preventing Doubts or Cavils, 
to ſubjoyn the Teſtimonies of Jreneus and Ter- 
tullian, tor thoſe Books of Scripture which be- 
long to that, we above call'd the firſs Canon, I 


begin with Jreneus. 


In his Third Book and (b) firſt Chapter, he ()p. 229. 
expreſly aſſerts the four Evangeliſts by Name 
to be the Authors of the four Goſpels. And 
particularly, he attributes that, which goes 
under his Name, to St. Matthew, (i) (1. 3. c.(i)p. 275. 
18.) St. Mark's, to him ((k) 1. 3.c. 18.) that (19P-275- 
of St. Zuke, to him ((I)L. 3.c. 11.) and St. = oy 
John's, to that Apoſtle ( (m) . 3. c. 11, ) ney 


He aſſerts the As of the Apoſtles to have 
been Wrote by St. Luke the (4) Evangeliſt ( 1, (#) Þ-271- 
3. Cc. 14, 15.) and attributes all the following 77? 
Epiſtles to St. Paul, in the following Places. 


_—____—_ 


* 1 was periwaded by a Friend to add the enſuing 
Catalogue from Ir:neus and Tertullian, to which I cafily 
agreed, as having made the Colleftion many years ago, 
when I Read thoſe Fathers, for my own Satisfaction. 
The Edition of Tertullian that I us'd, was Printed at 
Paris 166g, and that of Ireneus is pretended, in the Title 
Page, to be Printed there too, 1575. 


The 
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The Epiſtle to the Romans —1. 2. c.38. p.190 


ge. 
The firſt to the Cormthians —»1, 1. c. 1, p. 33 ar 
n Second to the Corinth,——, 3, c 7. p. 248 4 
The Epiſtle to the Galatians---1. 3. c. 7. ibid, 
to the Ephe/zans L.g.C.14.p.458 
to the Philippians 1.4. £+34- þ.363 
to the Coloſſians ——1,3,c. 14. p.267 
I 


The firſt to the Theſſalonians-+l. 5, c. 6. p. 442 
Second to the Theſſal. — 1. 3. c. 7. p. 249 


The firſt to Timothy — —— 1.2. c.19. p.172 
( and Pret. p. 3 
b.3. C.14. p.267 


Second to Timothy 


The Epiſtle to Titus 


I. 3. C. 3. Þ. 233 


To Sr. Peter he aſcribes the firſt Epiſtle, 

which goes under his Name, ( I. 4. c. 22. (0) )--- 

(0)P-333- to St. John the Apoſtle, his firſt Epiſtle ( 1. 3. 
(P)P-277+ (,18. (p)) 


There are ſeveral other Places (I may ſay 
numerous, for moſt of them ) where theſe 
Books are aſcrib'd to thoſe Writers, whoſe 
Names they now bear ; but I thought one Teſti- 
mony ſufficient to Evince what Opinion Jreneus 
had of each Book. And I ſhall uſe the ſame 
method as to Tertull;an, 
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He aſſigns the four Goſpels to the four Eran- 
geliſts, by whoſe Names they are call'd, (1. 4. 
_ Marcion c. 2, and 5. þ. 414. and 
416. 


The Acts of 


the ApoſtC Treatiſe of Faſting c. 10. þ. 
to St. Luke, FOPY "ow 


The following Epiſtles are attributed to St. 
Paul, in the following Places. 


The Epiſt.to the Romans--Scorpiace c.1 3. p.498 
The firſt and 
to theCorinth 


The Epiſt. 
to the I. 5. againſt Marcion c.2, p. 462 
Galatians. 
to the e Of the Reſur. 
Epheſaans> of the Fleſh, $0-40. Þ. 349 
to the Philippians —— #b. c. 23. p.339 
to the Coloſſhlans ib. p. 338 


The firſt and iecond c 
Epiſtles to the — #þ, Cc. 24. Þ. 3 
Theſſalonians, ian 


The firſt to Tir, -- againlt Praxeas c.15.p. 50g 
Of theReſur. 


of the Fl:/h (0-03 F<IID 
The 


The ſecond toT7m,-- z 


ſecondEpiſ.C Of Chaſtity.c.1 3,14. p.564,5 65” 
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The Epiſt. to Titus «- Of Preſcription c.6. p.204 


The firſt of St. Peter, is quoted as his 3 Scor- 
prace C. 12. . 497 


And ſo likewiſe the firſt of St. Joby —— a- 
gainſt Praxeas c. 15. p. $O$ 


Thoſe of the Seven Controwerted Pieces, which 
are quored by cither of theſe Fathers, don*r 
properly belong to this place, and are men- 
tion'd above ( Se, XI.) What ground we 
have to inſert the Epiſtle of St. Paul to Philemon, 
in the number of thoſe Writings, which were 
never diſputed, ſee betore ( Sec. IV. ) 


From what has been anere produc'd, it is 
evident that theſe two Fathers attributed all 
the Books above-mention'd, to thoſe Perions, 
by whom we now think they were Wrote, 


q) ay and (q) conſequently eſteem'd them Canoni- 
JEGs . 
a 


XXXIV. And that the whole Catholick Church in 
their days was of the ſame Opinion, is evident 

(1)1.2. from the Teſtimonies of (yr) Euſebius and (5s) 

ay "IR Gregory Nazianzen, who reckon theſe Books as 

placescire4 thoſe which were never queſtion'd. And fo 

«bove Se, much may we learn likewiſe from theſe two 

Iv. Fathers, now under conſideration, in the 
paſlages refer'd to above, ( p, 36. and 72. ) part 
of which it may not be impertineat to ſet down 
here at large. 
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Treneus tells us,(t) that true Knowledge conſiſts (t) 1. 4. c 
in underſtanding the DoArine of the Apoſtles 63+ 
and the Ancient ſtate of the Church * the whole 
World, according to the Succeſſion of the Biſhops, 
to whom they conſign'd the care of the Church 
in every Place, which has been continued down 
to our times,” + and a complete Body of the 
Scripture preſery/d, without either Forgery or Fal- 
ſification, without either Addition or Subſtradion, 
&c, Which Words are an exprels aſſertion, 
that the Dodrine and Diſcipline and Scriptures 
which they then had, were the ſame which the 
Apoſtles deliverd , and were then receiv'd i 
all Churches 6f the World, with which Ireneus and 
the Gauls had any Communication. 


Tertullian (u) appeals to all the Apoſtolick () !. 4. 
Churches, ro the Galatians, to the Theſſalonians, 4841u/i 
to the Romans, to the Coloſſians, to the Epheſ3. 244102 
ans, &c. and, in a word, to all the Churches** ”* 
which joyn'd in Communion with them, to 
prove the Copy of St. Luke, which the Catholicks 
had ( and not that of Marcion ) to be Genuine 
and Sincere, He adds too, that the ſame Au- 
thority will juſtify the other three Cofpe!s like 
wiſe, ſince they were receiv'd (x) 10, and 2c- Cx) Per 
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(3) of Pre- cording to, the Copies of thoſe Churches. (y) 
ſcript. c. He produces, in another place, Teſtimonies 
33» 3+ from ſeveral Epiſtles of St. Paul, from St. Petey 
and St. John, and then for further confirmation 

(3) c. 26. of the Truth of what he urges (z) exhorts 
thoſe who had a mind to exercile their Curioſity 

in the buſineſs of their Salvation, to run over 

the Churches planted by theſe and the other 
Apoſtles, where they might find * their Au- 

thentick Writings ( or Letters) ſtill remaining, 

(2) 4 (a) expreſſing the DoQtrine and repreſenting 
_—_— the Piety of each of them. A little after he 
* - brings in the Catholick Church thus arguing 
with the Hereticks concerning the Scripture,--- 

(b) c. 37, (b) Who are you? When and whence came 
pF. 215, you hither ? What do you in my ground, 


————— 
mmmo____— 


* Kigaltius and alter him, F, Simon, will kave no more 
meant here by Authentick Leners or Wri'ings, then that 
what the Apoſtles Wrote was ftill preſerv'd in the 
Original Language , in thoſe Places, But I would fain 
know what great matter there was in that, The &piftles 
were firſt Wrote in Greek, and were without queſtion 
ſtill Extant in Greek ( not only in the Apoſtolick, bur } 
in all thoſe Churches, to which that Language remain'd 
ſtill familiar, if not in others tov. T7ermllizn certainly 
deſign'd ſomething Singular aud Peculiar to the Churches 
planted by the Apoftiles, when he ſay'd their Authentick 
Letters or Writings. were kept there, and coniequent- 
ly muſt intend the very Origimals of thems And why 
theſe two Learned Men ſhould judge etherwiſe ( tince 
this is the moſt natural, though not the only, Senſe ot 
the Word ) I cannot gueſs, For 'tis certain , Manu- 
ſcripts have been preſerv'd many hundred years longer 
then the time was, Which pals'd between the Apoftics 


and the days vt Tertuliian, 
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ſince you belong not to me? By what Right, 
O Marcion , do you cut down my Woods ? 
What Authority have you, Yalentinus, to turn 
the Courſe of my Fountains? Who gave you 
Power, Afelles, to overthrow my Fences ? 
What do you Sowing and Feeding here at your 
Pleaſures * The Poſſeſſion is mine, I have en- 
joy'd it for a long time, I firſt enjoy'd it. / 
derive a certain Original from the Authors them- 
ſelves, whoſe it was, I am the Heir of the A- 
poſtles, &c. Thus Writ JIreneus and Tertullian 
concerning the Scriptures of the New Teſta- 
ment ; and what they thus Writ, certainly con- 
cerns all thoſe Pooks, which they held for Genuine 
and Pure , in oppoſition to the Hereticks of 
their Times. Theſe, they tell us, were deriv'd 
from the Apoſtles, by the hands of thoſe 
Churches, which they founded all over the 
World ; them they produce for their Vouchers 
in the preſent caſe: and appeal likewiſe to the 
DoQtrine embrac'd in every one of them, which 
was very contonant to the Books of the Catho- 
licks, but not to thoſe of the Hereticks. 


Thus much we may caſfily learn from Ireneus 


113 


Be tells us, (c) That the ſcyeral ſorts of Here- (*2 {+ 1. 6 
ticks, with which he had to do, had forg'd a Tf 


great number of Apocryphal and Spurious Pieces, 
Theſe without queſtion , contain'd the Prin- 
ciples of their Doctrine, and were ſent abroad 
into the Werld 2s the chief Grounds and Foun- 
dations of what they taught. But all was 
Cheat and Covſenage, and the F iftions of thejr 
own Brains, What they vented, was Here- 
tical and Erroncovs, as this Father proves at 

| large 
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(d)1. 3. < large from hence, (4d) that it was contrary to 
3, 4+ the Faith, which the Apoſtles had planted in 
all places, and which had been learnt, and 

might be learnt every day, from the Churches 
founded by them. And again in another Place 

(1.3. c. 11. p. 259. ) he rejets ſome Goſpels 

of the Yalentinians, becauſe they contain'd Blaſ- 
phemies, and Doftrines contrary to thoſe which 

had been Publiſh'd by the Apoſtles. So like- 

wiſe Tertullian ſpeaks of ſome of the ſame Here- 

(e)Of Pre- ticks — (e) Let their Doftrine be compar'd 
/-77pt. © with the Apoſtles and we ſhall quickly ſee by 
32-P-*13: the contrariety thereof, that it proceeds neither 
from any of them nor their Diſciples. The 
Apoſtles did not contradi one another, neither 

did their Diſciples contradict them. The 
Churches, which they founded agree in the ſame 
Dottrines, and ſo do thoſe too, which being of 

a later Original, deriv'd their Inſtruction from 

them which were planted before them ; and 
therefore may be call'd Apoſtolical as well as 

they, becauſe owning and embracing the ſame 

Faith. Let the Hereticks ſhow that they de- 

ſerve that Title upon either of theſe accounts, 

that theſe Churches acknowledge the ſame 
DoE@rine which they do, and receive them to 

Peace and Commnnion as Brethren. But this 

Cf? c. 38. they cannot do, — (f) They are Forreigners, 
- 210 they are Enemies to the Apoſtles, becauſe they 
teach a different Faith. And fince their 

Faith is ſo different, we may be ſure they have 
adulterated the Scriptures. For they , who 

were reſolv'd to teach perverſly, were under 

a neceſſity of corrupting thole Books , upon 

which their DoQrine was to be grounded. — 
Whereas 
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Whereas we, who preſerye the Doctrine entire, 
have preſerv'd the Books ſo too, without 
changing or adding or taking away. — We 
teach nothing but what was to be found in the 
Scriptures from the beginning, before they 
were corrupted and interpolated, — Before 
Marcion had lay'd violent hands upon them, 
employing a Knife and not a Style, and cutting 
away whatever he thought convenient and was 
contrary to his Errors and Hereſies. — (Zz) G) «<. 19. 
+ For where the Truth of the Chriſtian Faith 
and DoQtine appears, there the Genuine and 
true Copies of the Scripture are certainly to be 
? found. 


Having thus given a large account of the XXXV. 
Teſtimony which theſe two very Ancient 
Writers of the Chriſtian Church give to the 
Books of the New Teſtament, I ſhall now paſs 
on to remark, before I conclude, what Opinion 
an Eminent Heathen, even Fultan the Apoſtate 
( that bitter and inveterate Enemy of Chriſti- 
anity ) entertain'd concerning them. This we 
may eaſily learn from what he Wrote and Pub- 
liſh*d againſt our Holy Religion ; which may 
be ſeen in Mr. Spanbeim's Edition of his Works, 
wherein St. Cyrifs Anſwer to the Books of 
that Emperour , witk what remains of the 
Books themſelves, againſt the Chriſtians is 
Printed, as it is alſo in Cyriſ's own Works. 


mm —— 


+ Ubi apparuerit eſſe verirezem & diſciplinz, © fidei 
Chrifliane, lic erit © yeritas Scripturarum., 
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There we ſhall find, that Julian exprelly 
mentions the Writings of (b) the Four Evan- 
geliſts by Name, of St. Paul and St. Peter as 
their own proper and undoubted Works ; 
that he ſpeaks (7) of the Genealogy of our 
Saviour, as Recorded by St. Matthew and St. 
Luke ; that he quotes Paſſages (&) out of St, 
Matthew, (1) out of St. Jobn, (m) out of the 
Ads of the Apoſtles, (n) out of St. PauPs Epiltle 
to the Romans, and (0) out of the Firſt to the 
Corintiians ;, and diſpates againſt them. To 
which may be added, that he ſpeaks of the 


* Writings of St. Matthew and Sr. Luke, (p) alſo 
19 his Epiſtles, 


The Inferences, which naturally ariſe from 


* hence, are theſe two, Firſt, that it was well 


known among the Heathens, that the Books of 
the New Teſtament, as embrac'd by the Catho- 
licks, were the Records, upon which the Chri- 
ſtian Religion was founded ; and accordingly 
Julian ſets himſelf diretly to oppoſe, what 
was delivered in them, as the moſt ready way 
to overthrow and ruin Chriſtianity. Secondly, 
Thar there was then no Reaſon known, why 
the Books ſhould be ſuſpected , as not really 
Wrote by thoſe Perſons, to whom we aſcribe 
them, or why they ſhould be judg'd to have 
been chang'd and alter d by the Carthelicks, 
For it there ha4 been the leaſt probable ground 
for ſuch an accuſation, we may be ſure, this 
Learncd and keen Adverſary of theirs would 
hot have forgot to lay ir to their charge ; he 
would never have cited the Books, as the 


Genuige Works of Sr. Joby St. Paul, &c. but . 
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affirm'd plainly they were the Forgeries and 
Contrivances of later times, drawn up, by he 
knew not whom, to advance the Credit and 
Reputation of their Maſter, Since theretore 
he does nothing of this, but the quite contrary ; 
ſince he quotes theſe Pieces as the Writings of 
the Apoſtles and Apoſtolick Men, and never 
accuſes the Chriſtians of Falſifications or Cor- 
ruptivns, we may be certain that he knew of 
nothing, which could be juſtly objected againſt 
them, as to this Particular. 


I. would offer the ſerious conſideration of 
this Inſtance to the mighty diſcoverers of- the 
preſent Age. We have here an Emperour, 
who wanted neither Learning, nor Wit, nor 
Induſtry , inflan'd with a moſt eager deſire of 
running down Chriltianity ; aſſiſted therein, 
not only with the Writings of Celſus, Porphyry, 
Hierecles, and others, who had engag'd in the 
ſame cauſe before kim; but alſo with the beſt 
advice and directions ( we may be fure) of 
Libanius, Jamblichus, Maximus, and the reſt of 
the Sophiſts and Philoſophers, who flouriſh'd in 
his time ; who yet, with all theſe helps, could 
find no ſolid Grounds or Reaſons for repre- 
ſenting the New Teſtament as a Forgery. So 
far was he from pretending thereto, that, on 
the contrary, he owns the Books thereof, which 
he had occaſion to mention, for the Genuine 
Works of thoſe Perſons, to whom we attribute 


,them at preteat, and does not any where de- 


clare his ſuſpicions; thar either they, or any of 
the reſt, were either forg'd or corrupted by the 
Catholicks, Whereas there are thoſe in our 

days. 
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days, who, above Thirteen Hundred years after 
him, pretend to diſcover that, which neither 
he, nor any of the Learned aſlerters of Hea- 
theniſm ( who doubtleſs ſupplied him, upon oc- 
caſion, with their moſt Curious and Critical 
Remarks and Obſervations ) could do ; and 
bear the World in hand, that thoſe Ancient 
Monuments of our Faith, which are aſcrib'd to 
the Evangeliſts and Apoſtles, are none of theirs, 
but the Impoſtures and Coatrivances of deſign- 
ing Men, who have impos'd them upon the 
Credulous and unthinking part of Mankind. 
As if they had greater means and opportunities 
of diſcovering the Forgery at this diſtance ( if 
there was one) then Fulitan and the zealous 
maintainers of the Pagan Religion had ſo long 
ago; or as if all the Chriſtian World, for ſo 
many. Centuries, ( except themſelves and a few 
more, ) had been deſtitute of Integrity and 
Underſtanding, But whether the weakneſs or 
confidence of ſuch pretences be greater, I ſhall 
leaye the Reader to determine. 
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